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contraet. Would not that be very much more effective in pre-
venting any such condition being embodied in the contract?

My, WALSIL 1 will say to the Senator from Alabama that it
wonld not. That wonld really be very unfortunate, indeed.
Here is a man who is obliged to buy under such a condition.
They attach such a condition to his acquisition of the instru-
ment or the machine, and he has a lease of the machine with
such a condition in his lease. 1f you make the entire lease void,
then he has not any right to the use of the machine at all, and
the seller ean come and take it right out of his factory.

Mr. WHITE. But wonld it not operante as a greater de-
terrent on the seller or lessor by making the whole coniract
void and thereby tend to prevent him from insisting on the
insertion of any such condition? If the seller or lessor knew
he would vitiate his whole contract by inserting the condition,
he would not likely insert it.

Mr. WALSH. 1 should say not. I should say as it is the
purchasey or lessee would get all the benefit and the seller or
lessor would tnke all the risk that he might at any time insist
upon the validity of the condition.

Mr. WHITE. Provided the lessee or purchaser knew all the
time exactly what his rights were, but in the absence of any-
such knowledge he would go on and perform the contraet,
whereas if the whole contract was mnade void then the seller
or lessor or licensor would be afraid to make any such contract.

I eall the attention of the author of the amendment and the
committee to these propositions and I think they are worthy
of the consideration both of the committee and of the author
of the amendment.

Mr. WALSH. 1 desire to say to the Senator from Alabama
that I have carefully followed him and I am not able to adopt
his view.

Mr. WHITE. Very well.

The VICE PRESIDENT.
as amended.

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous
consent, the second time, and referred as follows:

By Mr. SHIVELY :

Abill (8. 6303) granting an inerease of pension to William H.
Miller; and

A bill (8. 6394) granting an increase of pension to George
W. Brewer (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on
Pensions.

By Mr. OVERMAN:

A Bbill (8. 6395) supplementary to an act entitled “An act to
amend section 27 of an act approved December 23, 1913, and
known as the Federal reserve act. approved August 4, 1914; fo
the Committee on Banking and Currency.

RECESS.
Mr. KERN. I move that the Senate take a recess until 11
o'clock to-morrow forenoon.
The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o'clock and 12 minutes
p. m.) the Senate took a recess until to-morrow, Thursday,
August 27, 1914, at 11 o'clock a. m.

The question is on the amendment

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Wepxespay, August 26, 1914.

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol-
Jowing prayer:

Our Father in heaven, infinite source of all good, we come to
Thee in prayer that we may renew our spiritual life and be
prepared to meet whatever may cowe to us. The past is gone,
the future 2 sealed book: help us to wisely improve the present
and “go forward to meet the shadowy future with brave and
manly bearts.” For Thine is the kingdom, and the power, and
the glory forever. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved. _

s LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the follow-
ing requests for leave of absence, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

fmlli- SHACKLEFORD requesis leave of absence indefinitely on account
of illness,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?
There was no objection.
The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. Haves requests leave of absence until next Monday on account
of illpess,

The SPEAKER, Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. Froop of Virginia asks leave of absence for one week on account
of sickness,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Mr, Speaker, reserving the right to object, yes-
terday the House granted leave of absence to one of our dis-
tinguished colleagues, Mr. Dickinsoxn, of Missouri, I think very
properly, and our distinguished Speaker stated that Mr. Dick-
iNsoN was sick in bed, and the gentleman from Missouri, Mr,
HaMuIx, also stated that he was sick in bed. [ simply wish to
congratulate Mr, Dicginsox upon his early recovery. The St
Louis newspaper states that he is attending the Demwocratic
convention at Jefferson City, Mo., and at the time the paper
went to press was in consideration for chairman of thut con-
vention. T am glad to know of his speedy recovery.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of Mr,
Froob of Virginia? [Affer a pause.] The Chair hears none.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr, WiLsoN of New York asks leave of absence on sccount of illness,
with certificate of physician attached.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
ject, T wish to say this: Here is a reguest for leave of absence
on account of sickness, having a physiclan's certificate at-
tached. which clearly shows that the reguest should be granted.
I want to say this to the Honse, that when I offered the reso-
lntion yesterday to require the Sergeant at Arms to enforce
the law, I meant that resolution in earnest, so far as [ am con-
cerned, and 1 intend to see to it that the Sergeant at Arms
enforces the law, if I have to call upon the Treasury Depart-
ment to go affter the Sergeant at Arms’ bond, if he does not
enforce the law. 8o far as these lenves of absence are con-
cerned, I am not going to interfere with them. If gentlemen
think that they can get around the law by usking the House
to excuse them they are very badly mistaken. The law puts
that aunthority in the hands of the Sergeant at Arms of this
House. If a Member of this House satisfies the Sergeant at
Arms that he is absent on account of sickness he ought to be
excused. and he will be exensed, but the fact that the House
excuses a1 man on account of sickness does not affect the law
at all, and if he is not really sick the Sergeant at Arms will
make himself liable upon his bond if be grants the excuse. I
have notified the Sergeant at Arms this morning that I pro-
pose to hold him responsible if he does not enforce this law.
I am not going to get up here and raise any objection to these
requests for leave of absence on account of sickness or any
other ground, becanse when a Member asks for that leave of
absence he puts the Sergennt at Arms of this House unpon
notice that he is away, and I take it that the Sergeant at
Arms' business is to know whether that is a lawful excuse.
Therefore I can see that no harm is done by gentlemen asking
for leaves of ahsence,

Mr. MOON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes.

Mr. MOON. What does the gentleman understand to be ihe
exact langnage of the law upon this subject?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentieman will refer to the
Recorp this morning, he will find the law printed In the RRecorp.
I put it in the Recorp yesterday.

Mr. MOON. Was that a law passed by the Congress or a
resolution of the House?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It is an enactment of law. It is the
fortieth section of the Revised Statutes of the United States,
and [ will read it to the gentleman.

Mr. MOON. 1 wanted to know whether it was an enactment
of Congress or merely a resolution of the House?

AMr. UNDERWOOD. It is an enactment of Congress. Some
gentlemen may not hsve been here yesterday. This is a law
that has been upon the statute books a great many years. and
it is found in section 40 of the Revised Statutes. und reads as
follows, being found on page 15539 of the CoXGrESS1I0NAL IRECORD
of yesterday:

S8Eec. 40. The Secretary of the SBenate and Sergeant at Arms of the
House, respecrively, shall deduet from the monthly payments of each
Member or Delezate the amount of his salary for each day that he has
been absent from the Semate or Houose, respectively, unless such Aem-
ber or Delegate assigns as the reason for such absence the sickness
of himself or of some member of his family.

That is a question for the Sergeant at Arms of this House
to determine.

Mr. MOON. I want to say to the gentleman from Alabama
that I am not desiring any leave of absence. but there are 2
great many gentlemen here who are under the impression that
the resolution which was offered yesterday wns not based unpon
permanent law. I presumed that it was, and for that reason I
called attention to it
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Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yleld?
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes.
Mr. HAY. The law reads:

Unless such Aember or Delegate assigns as the reason for such
absence the sickpess of himself or .of some member of his family.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes.

AMr, HAY. If the Member assigns that reason, what power
has the Sergeant at Arms to say that he is not sick. Has he
the power to have him visited by a physician?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No.

Mr. HAY. To begin an inquisition into his physical con-
dition?

My, UNDERWOOD. No; I think not.

Mr. HAY. Very well, then; when a Member assigns to the
Sergeant at Arms or states to him that he is sick, and, therefore,
is unable to attend upon the proceedings of the House, what can
the Sergeant at Arms do?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. He can not do anything; but I take this
to be the fact, that the Sergeant at Arms of this House will re-
quire a statement from the Membersof the Houseas to how many
days they have been in attendance, in order that he may enforce
the law, and if a Member of this House states on his authority as
a Member that he has been sick the Sergeant at Arms will take
his word for it, just as the gentleman or myself would take his
word for it.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a
question?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly.

Mr. MANN. I understood the gentleman to say that he pro-
posed to see that the Sergeant at Arms enforces the law?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do.

Mr, MANN. And that the Sergeant at Arms would be liable
upon his bond if he failed to enforce the law?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes.

Mr, MANN. Well, of course passing the resolution yesterday
dlretl-_-ﬁng the Sergeant at Arms to enforce the lnw did not change
the law——

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Not at all.

Mr. MANN. Nor the duty of the Sergeant at Arms?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Not at all. .

Mr. MANN. 8o that when the gentleman says he will be
Jliable if he has not enforced the law, the Sergeant at Arms of
the present House must be liable for not having enforced the
law from the beginning of the present term of Congress.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, that may be true; I do not say
that is not true.

Mr. MANN. Of course if, as the gentleman said, he wonld see
that the law is enforced, I do not know what process he would
adopt; but suppose some other Member of the House should
endeavor to do the same thing against the Sergeant at Arms
from the beginning of the term of Congress, it would be pretty
hard on the Sergeant at Arms?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Of course that is a matter that I am not
concerned about.

Mr. MIANN. Rut the Sergeant at Arms is concerned about it.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think that he is; and the Sergeant at
Arms and every Member of this House wans aware of this law
months ago.

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for another question?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will

Mr. MAXN. Assuming that the Sergeant at Arms may not be
to blame for not having enforced the law until the Honse passed
the resolution directing him so to do, as I understand it he
can not enforce the law until the end of the wonth, the time
when it comes to mnke payments of salary. If he enforces the
law af the end of this month, on the 4th of next month, when
payments become due, of course he will have to make a dedue-
tion fram the beginning of the month.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am not passing on this guestion as a
lawyer, because—— )

Mr. MANN. There can not be any question about it.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman from Illi-
nois, as I understand the proposition, the Sergeant at Arms ean
withhold, if he sees proper to do so, the money of any Member
of this House who has been absent without excuse of sickness of
himself or family at any time up to the end of this Congress.
He could take out, for Instance, the last two months' salary
entirely if he wanted to do it; that is the law; and I do not
think there is a dispute on that question.

Mr. MANN. I think it is the duty of the Sergeant at Arms at
the end of the month to require ench Member of the House to
make a certificate covering the entire month,

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes.

Mr. MANN. As I understand what was done in the Fifty-
third Congress was that the Speaker directed the Sergeant at
Arms to enforce this law, and the Sergeant at Arms sent a cer-

tificate to each Member of the House for signature containing a
copy of the law and a certificate covering the absences for which
deductions should be made in accordance with the terms of the
Iaw. I am frank to say that yesterday I advised one of the offi-
cials of the office of the Sergeant at Arms who asked me that I
thought he could properly under the conditions use the same
kind of a certificate now that was used by the Democratic Ser-
geant at Arms in the Fifty-third Congress, following the prece-
dent then set.

Alr. UNDERWOOD. Well, I think that is true. The only
reason I rose was in view of the number of requests for leave
of absence on account of sickness some one might want to know
why I did not object as I was trying to enforce this rule, and I
merely want to say to the House and eall their attention to the
fact that the action of the House is not to govern. It is a ques-
tion between the Member and the Sergeant at Arms——

Mr. MANN. Absolutely.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Therefore it makes no material differ-
ence whether we grant the leaves of absence or not.

Mr. MANN. It is a question of honor on the part of the Mem-
ber who makes the certificate. He can evade the law and get
his money; but will he?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not think he will.

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Will the gentleman yield to me
for a question?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will.

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. In view of the fact that the
salary of each Member of Congress is fixed by law and can
be changed only by law and can not be changed by the Sergeant
a:c Arms, if the certificate which the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. MAXN] has just mentioned should be presented to a Mem-
ber of Congress who has been here every day and he should fail
to sign that certificate or to make a report to the Sergeant at
Arms, is there any way by which the Sergeant at Arms or any-
body else could deprive that Member of his salary in full?

Alr. ONDERWOOD. I think so. I think the law does.

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. If the Member of Congress is
here every day and fails to make the certificate?

Mr. UNDERWOOD, Yes

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. I am bound to disagree with
the gentleman.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The law says the Sergeant at Arms
shall withhold the pay, and that contemplates that the Sergeant
at Arms——

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. The Sergeant at Arms can
withhold the pay, only because of the absence and not for fail-
ure to make report. There is no law requiring a Member to
make any report to the Sergeanf at Arms.

Mr, UNDERWOOD. I think the Sergeant at Arms wonld be
entitled to a reasonable opportunity to ascertain the facts.

Mr. HOWARD. Will the gentleman from Alabama yield?

Mr. UNDERWOOD., I will. X

Mr. HOWARD. What effect, if any, would the granting of
leaves of ‘absence by the House have upon a Member's status
as to this pecnliar situation?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. None whatever, in my jndzment.

Mr. HOWARD. Then it is simply unnecessary for a Member
to obtain leave from the House under any condition?

Mr, UNDERWOOD. He might obtain leave for other rea-
sons. Even if it is costing him $25 a day, the House might
send the Sergeant at Arms after him and bring him back, any-
how.

Mr. TIOWARD. Suppose a Member of Congress should ob-
tain leave of absence for other reasons than sickness of
or members of his family, what would be the status then?

Mr, UNDERWOOD. It would notify the Sergeant at Arms
absolutely that he was forfeiting $25 a day.

Mr. FERRIS. Will the gentleman yield?

Myr. UNDERWOOD. T will

AMr. FERRIS. I wanted to ask the gentlemun if he did not
think in the face of the custom that has grown up, that has
been followed by everybody, the Sergeant at Arms had per-
formed his full duty if he exacted from a Member a certificate
reaching back to the date of the adoption of the gentleman's
resolution? It will not affect me, I will state, but it will work
a little easier.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. As this is the law, I can not pass on
that-proposition. Of course the House relieved the Sergennt at
Arms of some responsibility by directing the Sergeant at Arms
to enforce the law. Fe has to do it now by the order of the Houase.

Mr., FERRIS. True. We do and say things here under the
pressure of the moment that might lead an administrative
officer of the House to do something he should not do. While
it does not affect me one way or another personaliy, as I have
not been outside of the Capital this year, I do not think this
House ought to exact of the SBergeant at Arms that he go back
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of the resolution and work a hardship on a lot of Members who
have a right to rely on what has been the custom.

AMr. UNDERWOOD. That is for the Sergeant at Arms. The
Sergeant at Arms started in yesterday in accordance with the
resolution.

Mr. SIMS. The statute says “absent from his seat’” instead
of being absent from Washington. If a Member comes in here
and answers one roll eall and is absent from his seat the bal-
ance of the day, is he relieved by that one appearance?

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Why does he have to answer
to a roll call? It is known that the gentleman from Alabama
[Mr. Uxpeewoop], for instance, is here to-day. Everybody
knows it as a matter of record. How can he be charged for
absence to-day if he fails to answer to a roll call, or if the
Sergeant at Arms should undertake to “dock” him for to-day
because he should fail to make such statement as the Sergeant
at Arms might require of him?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The law does not say where he shall
be absent from.

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of no quorum.

Mr. BOOHER. Will the gentleman yield for just a moment?

Mr. MADDEN. I make the point of no quorum, Mr. Speaker.

Mr, BOOHER. Will the gentleman withhold that for just a
moment? :

Mr. MADDEN. I will withhold it for a moment at the request
of the gentleman from Missouri.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from New York [Mr. Wirson]?

Mr. MANN. Has Mr. WiLsoN been sick all winter?

The SPEAKER. He has been sick most of the session.

Mr. MANN. And absent?

The SPEAKER. He has been sick and absent most of the
session.

Mr. MANN. Are all the rest of the New York Members sick,
too? [Laughter.]

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no information about any
of them except this Member.

Is there objection to the request of the gentleman from New
York [Mr. Wizson]? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. BOOHER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous con-
sent that Mr. FowrLer, of Illinois, be excused for the day on
account of sickness. He is confined to his bed, and his little
daughter told me that he is under the care of a physician this
morning.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the fol-
lowing request, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

AvausTt 26, 1914,

AMr, Brackmox asks leave of absence for the day on account of
slckness.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Brackumon]? [After a pause.]
The Chair hears none.

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MappEN] makes a point
of order. -

EXTENSION OF REMARKS.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. He will withhold it for a
moment. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, to extend my
remarks in the Rrecorp on the resolution of the gentleman from
Alabama [Mr. UNpERWOOD].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota asks
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp on this
salary question. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

CALLING OF THE ROLL.

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to make the point of
no quorum.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr, MappeEN]
makes the point of order that there is no quornm present.

Mr. MOORE, Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the gentleman
from Illinois to reserve that for a moment.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will count. [After counting.]
One hundred and fifty-five Members are present—not a quornm,

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the
House.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Doorkeeper will close the doors, the
Sergeant at Arms will notify the abseuntees, and the Clerk will
call the roll.

The Clerk called the roll, and the following Members failed
to answer to their names:

Adair Ansberry Austin Barkley
Alken Anthony Baltz Bartholdt
Alney Aswell Barchfeid Bartlett

Beall, Tex, Fitzgerald Kindel Peterson
Bell, Ga. Flood, Va, Kirkpatrick I’helan
Blackmon Foster Knowland, J. R. Plumley
Bmckxon_ Fowler Konop Iorter
Brown, N. Y. Francis Kreider Powers
Browne, Wis, Gallivan Lafferty Ragsdale
Browning Gard Langham Rainey
Brumbaugh Gardner Langley Riordan
Bulkley George Lazaro Rogers
Byrnes, 8. C. Gerry L’'Engle Rubey
Calder Gill Lenroot Russell
Campbell Gilmore Levy Sabath
Cantor Glass Lewis; I'a. Baunders
Carew Graham, I1L Lindquist Bhackleford
Church Graham, Pa, Loft Bherley
Clancy Green, Iowa MeAndrews Sherwood
Cooper Griest MeGillicuddy Shreve
Copley Gudger MceGuire, Okla,  Smith, Saml, W,
Covington Guernsey McKenzie Smith, N. Y.
Cramton Hamilton, Mich., Mahan Steenerson
Crisp Hamilton, N. Y. Maher Stout
Decker Hardwick Martin Stringer
Dickinson Hayden Merritt Switzer
Dies Hayes Metz Ten Eyck
Difenderfor Helgesen Miller Thacher
Dillon Hensley Morgan, La. Treadway
Dixon Hill Morin Underhill
Dooling Hinds Mott Vare
Doolittle Hinebaugh Murdock Wallin
Doremus Hobson Murray, Mass, Watkins
Eagle Hoxworth Neeley, Kans, Whaley
Elder Hulings Nolan, J. T, Whitacre
Esch Igoe 0O'Brien Willis
Estopinal Johnson, 8, C, O'Leary Wilson, N, Y,
Fairchild Kelley, Mich, Padgett Winslow
Faison Kelly. I'a, Parker Woodruff
Fess Kennedy, R, I. Patton, a.

Finley Kent Peters

The SPEAKER. On this roll call 270 Members—a gquorum—
have answered to their names.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with
further proceedings under the call.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama moves to dis-
pense with further proceedings under the call. The question is
on agreeing to that motion.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Doorkeeper will open the doors.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE,

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave
of absence for one week for my colleague, Mr. GALLIVAN, on
account of the illness of his son.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request?

Mr, BOWDLE rose,

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from
Ohio rise? To object?

Mr, BOWDLE. No.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Massachusetts?

There was no objection.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS,

Mr. BOWDLE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask unanimous
consent to have printed in the Recorp an editorial from the
Marine News, of New York, entitled “American subsidies to
foreign shipe”” It is a brief editorial. Together with that I
would like to have printed an equally brief response of my own.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous
consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp by printing an
article from the Marine News, and also an answer to that
article, on the subject of “American subsidies to foreign ships.”
Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. MOSS of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to extend my remarks in the RRecorp on the subject of
the resolution as to absent Members introduced by the gentle-
man from Alabama [Mr. UnpErwoop] yesterday. -

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr.
Moss] asks unanimous conseut to extend his remarks on the
Underwood resolution. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

Mr. DUPRE. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Judge WATKINS,
obtained a leave of absence on the Gth of August, having been
canlled to his home by the serious illness of his daughter. On
his arrival there he found it necessary to accompany her fto
New Mexico. It is impossible for him to return at this time,
and I ask for an Indefinite leave of absence for him under the
cireumstances. There has been no more faithful Member of
the House in attendance than Judge WATKINS.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Dueri]
asks for leave of absence for Mr. WarkinNs, on account of the
serious illness of his daughter. Is there objection?

There was no objection.
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CALENDAR WEDNESDAY—CODIFICATION OF THE PRINTING LAWS,

The SPEAKER. This is Calendar Wednesday, and the un-
finished business is the bill H. R. 15902. The House auto-
maticnlly resolves itself into Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union, with the gentleman from North Carolina
[Mr. Pace] in the chair.

Thereupon the Hounse resolved iiself into Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 15002) to amend, revise, and
codify the laws relating to the publie printing and binding and
the distribntion of Government publications, with Mr. Pace of
North Carolina in the chair. :

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration
of the bill H. R. 15902, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows:

A bill (H. It, 15002) to amend, revise, and codify the laws relating
to the public printing and binding and the distribution of Government
publications,

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, under the agreement I ask
for recognition for one hour.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr.
NTArroRrD] is recognized.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I yield of my time three-
quarters of an hour to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr.
SLOoAN],

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr.
SLoan] is recognized for 45 minutes,

Mr, BARNHART, Mr. Chairman, before the gentleman from
Nebraska commences I would like to inguire of the gentleman
from Wisconsin if it is his understanding that he is to use an
hour now? If the gentleman from New York [Mr. FITzGERALD]
comes in with an hour and another hour is taken, what situa-
tion will that leave us in?

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman will allow, the Chair
will state that according to the statements of Members on the
floor last Wednesday an agreement for 8 hours was reached
for general debate. The gentleman from Wisconsin asked for
30 minutes, and that was included in the agreement,

Mr. STAFFORD. I stated in the Recorp—and the REcorp
will bear me ont—that I wanted an hour, of which I said I
would yield three-quarters of an hour. Then the gentleman
from Indiana [Mr, BarNmArT] stated that he would reserve 15
minutes for the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Kmess] and
1 hour for the gentleman from New York [Mr. FirzcErarn],

Mr, BARNHART,. I stated that I would want 15 minutes re-
served for the committee. I think the gentleman from Wis-
consin fully understood it,-that he might want to use three-
quarters of an hour.

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman from Indiana desire further
time?

Mr., BARNHART. That would depend, Mr. Chairman. If
there should be any proposition put forth, I thought I might use
15 minutes or I might not use any. My colleague on the com-
mittee, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Kiess], wants
15 minutes. Further than that I do not know that the com-
mittee wants any time.

Mr. MANN. Why wonld it not be practical now, the order
of debate having been agreed to in the committee and not in
the House, to extend the time now, so that the gentleman will
have the time?

Mr. BARNHART. I understand from the gentleman from
Wisconsin [Mr. Starrorp] that he will not want any extension
if the gentleman from New York is not here,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr.
Sroan] is recognized for 45 minutes

CORN IMPORTATIONS—CORN TARIFF.

Myr. SLOAN. Mr, Chairman, in the summer of 1912 labor
was well employed, prices were good, and all our industries
were being conducted with activity and fair profit. These con-
ditions satisfied a large number of American people. A political
party, striving for preferment, demanding opportunity to assume
control of public affairs, declared there should be a radical
change wrought in the course of our industries. It promised,
if opportunity were given, to beiter the industrial and com-
mercial interests of the country,

The moving reason given by that party was that the “ cost of
living ” was too high. * Cost of living” relates to all articles
which enter directly or indirectly into the sustenance, comfort,
and prodent enjoyment which make up proper Ameriecan life.
It includes food and drink, raiment and shelter, education and
enjoyment. It is necessarily based upon production, transpor-
tation, change of form, and exchange,

That the *“cost of living" was to be reduced was written
large In the Baltimore platform, reiterated in the partisan press,

and thundered from the platform throughout the campaign.
The “ cost of living " was to be redueed by radical tariff changes,
Other issues were tendered, but were subordinate to the tariff.
The party thus seeking power by reason of a divided opposition
and its flattering promise succeeded at the polls. Both Houses
of Congress and the Executive were Democratie, and the ecurse
of legislation for the large purpose was opened.

In preparing a bill which was to state definitely, first, the
vice complnined of, and second, the remedy therefor, they
drafted and introduced at a special session called by the Presi-
dent for April 7, 1913, what was known as the Underwood and
later as the Underwood-Simmons tariff bill, a tariff bill which
I charge to be the foreigners’ fraudulent bill of rights, which a
future 'Congress will repeal, and a farmers bill of wrongs,
which the people will redress. [Applause on the Republican
side.] The Ways and Means Committee considered what were
the prineipal offenders among matters of industry and com-
merce and graded them according to the gravity of their al-
leged offending. In doing so, the majority members of that
committee presented in their report, supperting the Underwood
bill, on page 3, the following:

Certain distinct eeonomie developments between the years of 1897
and liﬁi must be studied In close eonnection with the working of the
INCREASE IN COST OF LIVING.

“ Probably the most striking economie change since 1897 has
been the tremendous increase in the cost of living—a situation
which has attracted the anxious attention of economists the
world over. The following figures represent the relative ad-
vance in living costs that has taken place during the critical
part of the period in guestion in the United States.”

Relative to whalesale prices and per cent of incredse over 1397,

Price, Price, | Imcreass | Price, | Increass

Commaodity. 1807, | ‘1900. Luwrlw‘ 1910, |over 1897,

g2 1005 28.5| 164.8 03.2

s1.7|  los2 188 127 8.7

oLl| 1088 172.2] 1.7 35.8

86.6| 1205 30.1| 125 482

04| 1157 2251 117.0 23.9

8.8 1081 181 118 24.2

92.1| 100.8 1.9 131 s

All commodities. . ............] 87| 110.5 231| 1318 6.7

The committee, with the foregoing as a basis for assault,
then proceeded to penalize the various classes of articles by re-
ducing or removing the duties according to the following con-
siderations:

First. Apparent inerease of price during the existence of the
Dingley and Payne laws.

Second. According to the degree of energy and zeal or the
lack of them with which the majority committee members de-
fended or did not defend articles eonsidered.

Apparently, following this rule, the committee placed a large
number of articles upon the free list. Nearly 80 per cent in
value of these were farm products.

Second. Radieal reduetions were made in numerous articles,
a large portion of which were farm produets.

Third. There were reductions in other schedules, but none so
radical as those included in the term * farm products.”

This procedure was fundamentally Inequitable, because, while
farm products had apparentiy advanced in price a greater per-
centage since 1807 than any of the other divisions, yet it will
be recalled that the fall in prices of farm products from 1892
to 1897 had been much greater than any other division or
classification of articles considered. They were entitled to a
greater percentage of advance than those which had not been
so far reduced in that period. [Applause on the Republican
side.]

The greatest of all farm produets in this eountry is corn,
and 100 per cent, or all of the tariff. was removed from it.

Mr. GORDON. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. SLOAN. I will yield for this question, but my time is
shorter than my matter, and after that I prefer not to yield.

Mr. GORDON. Is it your contention that the reduction of
the tariif on farm products has reduced the price of them?

Mr. SLOAN. My contention will appear quite clearly, I
think, and the evidence that I will present here from two dis-
tinguished witnesses from the gentleman’s own State shows that
the importation of corn in this counfry reduced the price of
marketable corn in the United States at least 10 cents a bushel.

During the discussion of the bill T presented two amend-
ments relative to corn, one to remove it from its free-list place
in the bill, and, second, to retain a duty of 10 eents a bushel.
The former duty was 15 cents. This would not have been in
violation of any national platform pledge. The removal was a
violation of all of them. Kach of these amendments was voted
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down in Céommittee of the Whole by practically a party vote,
the Democrats voting against and Republicans and Progressives
voting in favor. :

1t was shown that imports of corn, while not large under the
old law, were increasing from year to year while paying a duty
of 15 cents a bushel. '

No one eclaimed any virtue in throwing away the revenue
which might be collected. The majority pressed the necessity
of cheapening it to the buyer. A Member of Congress who
should have risen in his place and said, “I am in favor of
throwing away the revenue, and the corn prices will not be af-
fected” would have been smiled at by every Member of the
majority side.

Why Members like the gentleman from TIllinois [Mr. RAINEY]
now stand on the floor of the House and try to tell the farmers
that they did not intend and had not injured them is hard to
understand. The manly course would be to say, “ We placed
corn on the free list to reduce the price to the noncorn-produc-
ing communities. We expect those people to save us in the
day of the farmers’ wrath.”

It was a canny Scot who had long followed sinful ways until
he was on terms of intimacy with “Auld Nick.” Sandy finally
made profession and joined the “kirk.” A short time after
he met “Auld Nick,” who soundly upbraided him for deserting
the cause. Said Sandy, “ Not quite so fast, auld friend. 'Tis
true I joined the kirk. To it I'll make profession; but I'll do
the work for ye." The gentleman from Illinois professes mich
to the farmer, but when he made the corn tariff he did the work
for the other fellow. [Laughter.]

The committee having laid out the basis for its work, fore-
casted the result of their legislation in the following significant
statement found on page 18 of the tariff report:

In our judgment the future growth of our great industries lles
beyond the seas.

That tariff report was signed by 14 majority members of the
Ways and Means Committee. These two statements of alleged
cause and forecasted effect are interesting in the lght of subse-
quent corn events. Between the enactment of the Underwood
law and July 1, 1914, practically nine months elapsed. There
was imported into the United States 11,843,166 bushels of corn,
which was an increase of 4,210 per cent over the corresponding
nine months period of the preceding fiscal year. The greatest
importation for any full year prior thereto was 903.062
bushels. It is predicted by Congressman Haanoxp and others
that 21,000,000 bushels will be imported the first year of the new
tariff law. Under conditions the estimate is not unreasonable.

Ninety-three per cent of the importations came from Argen-
tina. That country lies in a latitude south corresponding to
our own north, except that with a long eastern coast it has a
greater stretch of latitude than has the United States. Argen-
tina is a wonderful country, both in its activities and products,
and has a prospect greater than almost any other country in the
world. Especially is this true so far as meat and cereal pro-
ductions are concerned. Its boundless grassy plains feed vast
herds of sheep, eattle, and horses. Its fertile soil responds to
the intelligent efforts of the husbandman, producing rich re-
turns in corn, wheat, oats, and alfalfa, rivaling our prairie
farms of the Northwest. There products greatly exceed the
domestic demands. and its large surpluses seek the markets of
the world. Especially is this true of corn, beef, and wheat.

As the eanal is completed, Argentina is preparing to battle
for our coast-city grain markets on both sides of the continent.
She has recently complied with the reciprocal demands of our
wheat tariff. so by the removal of her wheat-prodnets duty her
wheat, like her corn and beef, can enter our ports absolutely free.

In Argentina’s contest with the United States for the control
of the free markets of the world for beef, the following table
is a graphie account of its course and outcome:

Erports of beef from United States and Argentina to the United King-
dom for certain years,

United States Argentina.
Hundredweight. | Hundredweight.
3,180,291 771,
2,290, 465 073,
2,603, 920 1,152,211
2,305, 536 1, 675,271
2,232,208 2,580, 152
2,426, 344 2,705,013
2, 417,604 2,756, 965
1,432,142 3, 706, 245
£56, 805 4,336,079
477, 147 5,041, 138
174,350 6, 176, 508
6,111 6, 813, 578

It will be noted that in 1901 we were shipping to the United
Kingdom 4 pounds te Argentina's 1, while in 1912 they shipped

1,100 pounds to our 1. This suggests why there has come into
our free ports since the Underwood tariff law went into effect,
and prior to July 1, 1914, 176,333.072 pounds of beef, and of all
meats a total of 103618508 pounds. Thus is the battle trans-
ferred from London, Liverpool, and Glasgow to New York, Phila-
delphia, Boston, and Baltimore, while Australia wages a similar
contest at Seattle, San Francisco, and Los Angeles.

With the duty barrier removed, the corn contest between the
United States and Argentina must take a somewhat similar
course. The following table indicates in three representative
recent years the relative shipments of corn into the United
Kingdom by the United States and Argentina:

Ezports of corn from United States and Argentina to the United King-
dom for certain years,

United
Statea Argentina.
Bushels. Bushels,
A e e e S sl e g o 10, 667, 812 5,485, 14
T e e S e 2834, 13, 464, 204
e B R e R L S L A 14,106, 720 127,364, 857

1 Trade figures.

It will be noticed that in 1910 we were shipping 2 bushels for
Argentina’s 1. In 1913 we were shipping 1 bushel to Argentina’s
2, and undoubtedly the figures for 1914 will show a much
greater ratio in favor of Argentina and against the United
States, probably 20 to 1.

As in beef, the corn contest will be shifted from the great
free ports of the United Kingdom to the now free ports of the
United States.

In the United States in 1913 only 17.3 per cent of our crop,
which was 2.446,988,000 bushels, was removed to markets out-
side of the immediate community in which it was grown. That
part amounts to 422328924 bushels. Every farmer and grain
man knows that every bushel of this amount competes as a mar-
ket factor with every other bushel of this class. The competi-
tion is, of course, affected by the elements of quality, time, and
expense of conveying to market. There is not now and hasg not
been heretofore any tariff between any of the States, and in the
removal of the duty by the Underwood bill this exemption of
tariffs has simply been extended to the world, so far as corn is
concerned.

Relatively speaking, little corn and no surplus is produced in
any of the seaboard States, where 49 per cent of the people live
and where 34 per cent of the cattle, 22 per cent of sheep, 2T per
cent of hogs, and 23 per cent of horses are. Sixty-four per cent
of the corn is raised in and practically all the United States
surplus is moved from the following Northwestern States:

1llinois, Indiana, Towa, Kansas, Kentucky, Michigan, Minne-
sota, Missouri, Nebraska, North Dakota, Ohio, South Dakota,
and Wisconsin,

This corn under the old law primarily competed for the sea-
board markets of the country. While the bulk of Nebraska or
Kansas corn did not actually reach New York or Philadelphia,
every bushel of this surplus competed in effect with every
bushel of Illinols, Indlana, Towa, and Ohlo corn which did
reach the great consuming poiuts; because if Indiana, Illinois,
lowa, and Ohio corn did not respond to the fair offers of New
York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, and Boston, then would Ne-
braska and Kansas corn be diverted to that market, they being
handicapped by a larger freight rate, but at the same time fa-
vored by somewhat cheaper land. The same thing is true con-
cerning corn competition among the nations. Every bushel of
corn not reasonably required for home consumption is an actual
or potential competitor with every bushel of surplus in every
other country in the world for those free markets and, to some
extent, for those markets charging a duty for importation.
But usually that duty is much larger than the difference in
transportation, and for that reason hitherto the 15 cents per
bushel duty on corn has kept our importations reasonably low.

Corn being the largest and the coarsest of the food cereals,
and with a history of uniform less price per pound than the
other leading grains, the item of freight becomes a relatively
greater factor in corn price than in any of the other grains.
The freight rate from the center of the corn surplus produc-
ing district to or near the seaboard would be 12 to 14 cents per

bushel. From Omaha to the seaboard it is 15 to 18 cents.
To—

From— New | Phila- | Balti- | Gal- | New

Bostan | yor. delphia.| more. Orleans

Cents. | Cents. | Cents. | Cents. | Cents.

018 017] 0i16| 0.15| e19] o1t

Ariaas]s s net e .10

ol “uead vhor|sor] s .10
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The foregoing rates were furnished by the Interstate ‘Com-
merce Commission and are higher than figures quoted in the1912
Yearbook, and which I used on a former occasion. The freight
rate from Argentine ports to our ports, not being controlled by
any law and corn being carried as a combined ballast and
revenue producer, costs from 3 to 5 cents per bushel. So
Argentine corn starting from its ports bave a great advantage
in entering our ports over that sent from the interlor points
in the United States burdened by heavy railway freight rates.
Acconnt should be taken of the increase of shipping to South
America and the special effort now being made to market our
mannfactured articles in that quarter. This will make it
especially desirable to load the vessels for the.return voyage
and corn will furnish the ballast and cargo at once. This
point is especially accentuated by the fact that for years
Argentina has been cultivating and developing a hard dry
corn grain especially adapted to being carried through the
beat and moisture of the Tropies.

1 acknowledge indebtedness to the Congressman from Illinois
[Mr. Rainey] for bringing samples of Argentine corn on the
floor of the House for inspection on the 6th day of June, 1914.
That his purpose was in the nature of derision rather than
showing its adaptation for safe and profitable shipment by
Argentina, does not materially reduce my gratitude. The aver-
age annnal amount of corn shipped between the various nations
of the earth the last 10 years has been 245,557,706 bushels. It
is about 38 per cent of the international shipment of wheat.
The following is the rank of nations in corn production:

United States, Argentina, Mexico, Austria-Hungary, Russia,
Roumania, Italy, and Africa. .

And the following is a list of the important corn-exporting
nations in the order of their rank:

Argentina, United States, Roumania, Russia, Bulgaria, Bel-
gium, and Netherlands.

The following table shows the course of exports of the two
leading nations for 10 years:

Calendar years.

TR et e et e e T Y

If the above decade be divided into three periods of three,
three, and four years, there will appear some significant facts:

First, in 1804, 1905, and 1906 Argentina exported 0.94 bushels to
United States 1; second, in 1907, 1908, and 1009 Argentina ex-
ported 1.268 bushels to United States 1; third, in 1910, 1911,
1012, and 1913 Argentina exported 2.63 bushels to TUnited
States 1.

It will be seen from the foregoing that Argentina is progres-
sively outstripping the United States, which Nation is gradually
coming to consume its own production. For 1914 definite fig-
ures, of conrse, are unavailable, but will be in the neighborhood
of 30 for Argentina to 1 for the United States.

The importance of grain tariffs was seen by those who looked
forward to the time when we would consume in this country
nearly all of our food production. It was expected to be of
value to the producers then, That time is here, as the next
table will demonstrate, but the friends who looked ahead to
this period and condition and sought to safeguard the producers
find themselves out of power. Those in power, regardless of
the producers, have taken the first opportunity to remove the
measure of protection which had been wisely made against the
day af evenly balanced production and consumption. The gen-
tleman from Minnesota [Mr. Hamumoxp], one of the rather re-
luctant co-authors of the Underwood farm schednle, whose efforts
had saved conditlonally a fragment of the wheat protection,
speaking from the gubernatorial storm cellar to which he has
fled, said [laughter]:

Of course we may expect importations of wheat from Argentina and
Canada., We imported wheat before tha enactment of the Underwood
tariff bill, and we will continue to import it. Our consumption is in-
creasing, and year b ﬁenr we send less of our wheat abroad, and in
the natural course of things the imports will be greater and greater as

the consumption in this country increases, because the increase in pro-
duction is not keeping up with the increase in consumption.

as to wheat, how much more emphatically does it apply to
corn, the increased production of which shounld be encouraged,
as will appear from the following table:

Average percentage of United Slates wheat and corn crops exported,
. Lased on 5-year periods.

Par cent | Per cent

of wheat | of corn

exported. | exported.
33.3 7
31.2 5.2
17 2.9
14.9 1.5

The following table shows the importations of corn by Euro-
pean nations for 10 years, together with the rate of duty
charged :

Importation of corn by certain principal countries for last 10 years, with average for the 10 years, together with the import duly collected by the different countries at the present time,

Average Rate of
1908 1004 1905 1908 1907 1908 1009 1910 19011 1912 foe1d | AT ILCok

years- | bushel.

Bushels. | Bushels. | Bushels. | Bushels. | Bushels. | Bushels. | Bushels. | Bushels. | Bushels. | Bushels. | Bushels.

Austris-Hongary,...| 11,130,274 | 14,090,377 | 18,511,368 | 7,118,221 | 4,002,712 | 3,106,663 | 4,050, 645 | 2,494,032 | 7 886,000 | 2), 108,000 | 10,144,823 $0. 144
Belgiim............- 20,323, 863 | 19,474,330 | 24, 169, 780 | 20,125,507 | 23,505,832 | 19,158,006 | 22,000,818 | 25,085,630 | 21,814,000 | 32,021,000 | 23,072, 788 Free.
Can: 11,333,530 | 12,003,574 | 11, 779,679 | 15,233,804 | 16,187,579 | 6,812,833 | 7,563,688 | 10,767,402 | 16,440,000 | 9,331,000 | 11,745,317 1 Free.
3,471,281 2,171,601 215, 007 51,208 145,275 155, 389 69, 463 29, 000 141,000 768, 621 272
619, 1,843,348 | 2,480,087 | 3,153,495 | 1,837,974 | 2,249,095 | 3,002,432 | 2,388,000 |2 2,388,000 | 2,066,817 3,060
8,772,022 10,859,257 | 18,855,752 | 2,383,232 | 10,445,555 | 9,151,750 | 7,217,422 | 11,085,000 | 13,809,000 | 10,185,381 Free.

142, 537 1,279,749 | 1,438,435 5, 633 813, 205 748, 865 83, 038 227, 000 110, 000 512,438 ™)
11,347,114 11,122,512 | 14,509,103 | 16,850,618 | 9,620,979 | 11,213,413 | 15,355,323 | 19,742,000 | 23,051,000 | 14,384,523 147
37,527,343 853 | 36,533,305 | 44,883,053 | 40,293,020 | 26,372,295 | 27,833,017 | 22,562, 742 | 29,267,000 | 44,973,000 | 4,970, .181
15,002,527 5,002,875 | 8,606,763 | 2,815,120 | 2,987,406 | 8,450,985 | 15,756,325 | 15,118,000 | 21,285,000 | 10,484,721 {  -33F
496, 028 1,454,327 | 2,079,553 | 1,554,145 179,157 | 1,169,733 | 8,907, 9,050,000 | 1,548,000 | 2,601,230 . 066
20, 160, 078 16,231,785 | 25,305,233 | 29,192,105 | 25,261,400 | 22,914,269 | 21,511,620 | 25,743, 38,262,000 | 24,113,177 Free.
765,248 544,506 | 718,277 | 1,987,926 | 809,841 | 965,347 | 759,600 | 1,019,000 | 1,471,000 | 957, Free.
336, 603 2,724,050 | 370,611 | 677,726 | 2,015,338 | 2,337,800 | 518,042 | 418,000 | 952,000 | 1,084,211 429
457,715 163, 437, 550, 841 355, 769 174,760 180, 924 339, 182,000 346, K33 <240
1,484,420 1,904,188 | 2,647,075 | 4,552,178 | 3,320,040 | 6,411,009 | 7,526,308 | 5,685,000 | 6,851,000 | 4,314,380 110
189,357 491,035 564, 946 339, 438,077 272,284 277,160 460, 2 469, 000 376, 843 Free.
.- 2,611,202 2,408,330 | 2,887,201 | 2,867,764 | 2,450,164 | 3,143,216 | 3,605,403 | 4,039,000 | 4,342,000 | 3,119,887 014
..|101, 284,919 048 | 88,186,271 | 78,057,358 | 73,456,852 | 77,479,000 | 88,166,000 | 86,133,849 ;ree.
B e e o e O e CER P e ree.
D B e D 374
R e e e b vy -301
CEFI G R TR S MR SN et 2 % 845

1 Not for purposes of distillation. Corn for purposes of distillation dutiable at 7} cents per bushel,

*Estimated,

:BP'mferantthldmta applicable to the United States, representing 70 per cent of general rate.
ecent a m,

% White corn.

$Yellow corn.
Of total average

per cent, went into countries where duty had to

of corn for 10 years b(gi;éﬁé,m bushels), 156,585,937 bushels were imported by countries where it was admilted froe; 84,843,620 bushels, or 35

If the observation of Congressman HaMMOND was warranted .
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It will be observed that Argentina is the only large corn-
producing country excepting our own which does not levy a
protective duty upon corn.

It will be noted that for 1912 Argentina exported 51 per cent
of all corn exported in the world, while the United States shows
that year 8 per cent. .

In the first full year of the Underwood tariff law the impor-
tations of corn, estimated, will amount to 21.000.000 bushels,
which is 8 per cent of the average International shipments of
corn by all the nations of the earth for the last 10 years end-
ing with 1912, complete world exports for 1913 or thereafter
not being available. A reasonable estimate for 1914 would be,
Argentina 75 per cent, United States 24 per cent.

It will be noted that heretefore corn shipped to the free ports
has not greatly exceeded that shipped to the protected ones;
but that is changing. Corn producers look with considerable
eoncern, first, on the greatly increased importation of the
United States: second, the prospect for greater increase; third,
the vast advantage which must accrue to our producing rivals,
with none to ourselves: and, fourth, the discouragement tg them
at being required to produce on high-priced land with high-
priced labor, and convey to market at high freight rates, and
there compete with the product of low-priced land, low-paid
labor, and low freights.

Argentina can afford to carry her corn past Brazil to New
York. because If she stopped at Brazil she would have to pay
to enter 87 cents per bushel. She counld not afford to send it to
Chile, as the duty there would be 30 cents per bushel, and the
duty of 84 cents per bushel at Venezuela would prohibit her
stopping there. So she can ship past every Sounth American
port to the United States, as the ocean freight is less to New
York than the duty demanded in South American ports.

To all students of corn commerce, the export corn of the
world is a large factor in fixing its price throughout corn-
using countries. When Congressman Raixey, from the corn
belt of Illinois, a member of the Ways and Means Com-
mittee, on June 6, 1914, attempted to defend placing corn
on the free list, he spent a great deal of time discussing the
amount of corn imported since the tariff law went into effect.
His basis of reasoning seemed to be that the imported corn
bore but a slight comparison to the corn produced in the United
States. That logic might satisfy Members living in the cities
of the East, free traders of the South, or Northwestern Demo-
cratic Members who seek a palliation of their agricultural
constituents’ wrath. It svonld neither satisfy nor deceive any
man who understands the corn business. If comparisons are
to be made with the element of imports used as a price-fixing
influence, the other facts of most importance are, first. how
much corn in the United States is sold and moved out of the
community of its production; second, how much corn is moved
in international trade:; third, how much of that corn ean be
taken at the free ports of the world; and, fourth, how much
must be disposed of to countries collecting a duty. Figures
ilinstrating these facts I have already presented.

I submitted two inguiries to the defender of free corn, Mr.
Ramxey, of Illinois. First, would he tell the House or furnish
for the Recorp statistics of the world exports. This he
consented to do if he should regard the statement of sufficient
importance. He did not furnish the information, so we must
assume that he regarded the corn released from local demands
throughout the world and ready for export to any inviting
market had nothing to do with fixing or influencing the price
of corn at any of these free markets or their vicinities.

The second inquiry was: He having attempted to show that
the price of corn was not affected by the imports, why it
seemed necessary to throw away 15 cents per bushel revenue
which ought to be welcome at our rapidly depleting Treasury.
A few million dollars revenue paid for the importation of corn
ought to have appeanled strongly enough to a tariff-for-revenue-
only Dewmoerat and overcome his prejudice against the producer,
Permit me to say in passing that the whole theory of the
Underwood tariff bill was to favor the consumer and injore or
neglect the producer. It is needless to say that that inquiry
was not squarely answered nor is it any discredit to the gen-
tleman from Illinois that he has been unable to do so. It
would be a reflection upon him and every member of the
majority party to say that an extra session was called at large
expense to the Government, a bill drafted and passed which
relensed many millions of revenue and did not affect the com-
mercial status in matter of price of the articles of import so
largely increused.

That the importation of Argentine corn reduced the price from
8 to 15 cents a bushel is believed by men who understand the

grain trade. Every market paper in the United States in
quoting prices of corn from day to day refer to the Argentine
shipments as an influential factor in influencing prices. During
the seven months of this year the market papers have heen
quoting, as influencing the corn market, Argentine shipments
and the prospects of rain or drought. Rainy weather tended to
depress corn. prices, just like Rainey legislation tended to bring
down prices. In the first ease, if prices fell the farmer was
compensated in increased yield: but in the second instance the
price was sent down with no increase of product. One was the
benign blessing from heaven, the other the malign act of man.
[Applause.]

For decades market papers of the United Kingdom have daily
noted the influence upon corn quotations in that Lmpire of the
Argentine crop—in prospect, harvest, and in transit. The
markets of America are now in precisely the same condition
relative to Argentine corn as the markets of the United Kingdom.
The facts are that the importation of corn between October 3,
1013, and October 3, 1014, from Argentina to the United States
will probably be greater than the average importation from the
same country into the United Kingdom in recent years. Yet
In recent years Argenting has exported to the United Kingdom
more corn than has the United States, so that Argentine corn
either in shipment or subject to shipment is a potential factor
in ixing the prices of corn at New York as well as at Liver-
poo

Further, during the grain-grading hearings recently held
before the Agricultural Committee of the House there was a
number of large grain dealers, including exporters and im-
porters, present. Testimony by several was given, and all
agreed that the importation of Argentine corn into the United
States had materially reduced the market price of corn through-
out the United States. And no corn dealer was there or could
be produced who questioned those statements. I submit the
testimony first of George W. Eddy, of the Boston Chamber of
Commerce,

Mr. Eddy on page 131 of the hearings answered the question
propounded by Congressman HAWLEY :

How would it—

Referring to Argentine corn—
ml:npgra in standard with ours? Wonld it be No. 2, No. 3, No. 4, or
what

Mr, Eopy, As graded in I think it is graded No. 2 yellow.

On page 132 Congressman Moss submitted the inguiry:

Imported also, In your judgment, fixes the 0 you mean to
say that that fixes the price at Interior points

r. Eopy. It bas an effect on the interior points indirectly. We get
to a point where we can Import Argentine corn that beglns to come In
and supply the seaboard, and that sets the price and stops the price

If we had no surplus and if we were im orﬂnig tlm;.5 the amount we
? ce.

from advancing, and the corn in the West gets the benefit of the nearer

polntxuunu instead of giving them the whole broad market of the East
as well,

Again on page 183:

Mr. Moss. And of necessity it must be that was as long as you deal
with imports and exports?

Mr. Eppy. Yes; but as a big market proposition on imporis of
Argentine corn you take away one-quarter of the demand of western
corn by importations of Argentine eorn, and that has a very decided in-
fluence on the market for the corn we have to sell,. * * =

And again:

Mr. Hawrey, Have iou had any information with relation to the
Arﬁmtlne corn being affected by the weevil?
r. Ebpy, The old corn that was sold was somewhat afected with
weevil, but the new corn that has been coming In has becn very good.
All that 1 have seen has been excellent, beautiful.

Henry Goemann, large grain dealer of Toledo, Ohio, testified
in part as follows:

Mr. SLoax. Yes; but the one controls the other. They control each
other reciprocally, do they not; the cash and fufure markets?

Mr. GoEMAXN. Yes. If you have got more cash grain than you need,
the cash grain goes down and future grain also goes down. If yon
have more cash grain than yon want, the future grain goes down under
hedging sales, because the consumer will not buy.

Now take an illustration to-day. 1 am out of business on corn in
the old channels in which I was trading up to six months ago, for the
reason that the pressure of Arﬁf:t!ne corn in all the consuming sec-
tions, from Florida to Maine, has driven me out. Now all that is
taken away from uns because the grain Is headed here from Argentina,
and the consumer realizes that he can buy Argentine corn cbeaper than
be ean buy mine, and he realizes the enormous quantity which he can

t, and therefore be buys from hand to mouth, and in his buying from

and to mouth he depresses the price of corn in this country, and In
consequence of that competition corn has declined 10 cents a bushel;
it has declined in the future market, So the price of cash grain makes
the future market to that extent,
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Mr. Paddock, of Toledo, large grain dealer, said on page 236
of the hearings: :

If it had not been for the Importation of Argentine corm, I think the
farmers would have realized 10 cents per bushel above the present price
of corn on account of its coming.

Grain men generally, with due regard for their business
judgment and reputation, will not express a contrary view.

Moreover, our State and Commerce Departments are busy year
by year in attempting to open the ports of the world to our
corn, and the opening of a port to our corn when accomplished
is hailed with great satisfaction and credit is demanded there-
for. Because that means the admission of our corn to that new
open market gives the shipper opportunity of dividing with the
purchaser the amount of the duty theretofore charged. This,
of course, means that the local producer meeting with competi-
tion must ordinarily suffer a reduction of price.

Mr. RUCKER. Will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. SLOAN. I decline to yield until I have finished this
matter. Then, if I have time, I shall be pleased to answer any
question which may be asked, if I am able to do so.

Mr, RUCKER, I have something which is right pertinent
along that line of thought.

Mr. SLOAN. Undoubtedly. I know the gentleman always
has something pertinent to ask and pertinent to explain.

That the importation of approximately 21,000,000 bushels of
corn into this country within a year would not disadvantage the
corn farmer is specially pleaded by the distinguished gentle-
man from Illinois. The amount imported is belittled, its effect
minified, its possibilities reduced with all the zeal of a special
pleader endeavoring to soften the judge or beguile the jury.
The alleged insignificance of the importation reminds me of the
indiscreet damsel who, when reproached with the evidence of
her weakness and folly, said: “ It's not so very bad; it's such a
little one.” [Applause.]

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, this is a very interesting
speech, and I think we ought to have a quornm here.

Mr, SLOAN. I hope the gentleman will withhold that point.
I am npearly through with my remarks.

Mr, MADDEN. I make the point of no quorum,

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Pace of North Carolina). The gen-
tleman makes the point of no quorum. The Chair will count.
[After counting.] One hundred and three Members, a quorum.

Mr, MADDEN, I ask for tellers, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illinois asks for tell-
ers, and the Chair will appoint the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr, MappEN] and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BARN-
IART].

Mr. MANN. Tellers for what?

The CHAIRMAN. To ascertain a quorum. It is unheard of,
I think.

Mr. MADDEN. Oh, no.

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair counts 103 gentlemen present,
and the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Stoax] will proceed.
There is a quorum present,

Mr. SLOAN. An amusing feature of Mr. RAINEY'S speech was
his attempt o show that a large amount of the Argentine corn
did not go to the Chicago market. The gentleman from Illinois
might as well have proved that none of the corn went to the
Rocky Mountains and climbed Pikes Peak. It mattered not
where it went, every bushel competed with every other bushel
of corn for sale in the United States. [Applause on the Repub-
Hean side.] The gentleman from Illinois sought to defend the
placing of corn on the free list on the ground that high prices
are pald for corn in the late spring and summer, when the farm-
ers have disposed of their corn. This is an ill compliment to the
farmer's thrift, which throughout the Northwest prompts him
to hold a good share of his surplus until season conditions give
some hint to his prospect for a new crop. But more important,
if the farmers could rot and did not calculate clearly about
probable market conditions when they have the two large
factors—home production and home market—how less able
would they be to cope with a world produetion and loss of home
market?

The defense of the gentleman from Illinois against the im-
portations on account of limited amount of corn actually entered
is like the Texas youth who, having shot and killed a man,
pleaded extenuating circumstances in that he had not used on
Biién ]hls remaining cartridges. [Applause on the Republican

e.

As the surplus water gathers in the great Mississippi it
presses outward upon the banks, yet 90 per cent of the water
runs within the limits of the main channel. Of that small sur-
plus which passes first bottom and goes beyond the crop line

there is usually not more than 1 per cent of the whole water for
the period of the flood. Had the Congressman said to a farmer
when but one-half of 1 per cent of the Mississippl flood had run
over his crop that he th-refore had suffered no damages, he
would have received but scant approval and undoubtedly lost a
vote. [Applause on the Republican side.] -

Twenty-one million bushels is 8 per cent of all the interna-
tional shipment of corn in all the world, based on 10 years’
average. Members will understand the effect of that when we
recall that the increase in the shipment of all our manufactured
articles under the new tariff law over last year's importations
is only 8% per cent. We are reminded by looking about us of the
number of men thrown out of employment, the amount of wages
reduced, the number of factories closed or hours reduced, the
idle cars, and stagnated business arising out of that tariff
change or incident thereto. It will suggest an appreciation of
what an importation of 8 per cent of all the exportable corn of
the world into America means.

Farmers are entitled to the benefits of a steady home market,
so that if crops are short they may have some compensation in
steady liberal prices, because in good years and bad their neces-
sities demand constant purchases from other industries. In
that way steady markets and prices for home demands are
kept up.

The farmers In the years of their failure or famine should
not be at the mercy of the competition of the great bumper
crops raised beyond the seas. [Applause on the Republican
side.] In the end the effect of the present policy will be to
discourage home production and leave the consumers at the
mercy of the foreign producer and speculator, uncontrolled by
the check of our laws.

The much-vaunted foreign market has, under the demonstra-
tion of this foreign war, been proving itself the delusion and
snare which protectionists have been teaching for generations.
This demonstration has made overnight many southern free
traders into protectionists. It has made them also would-be
builders of cotton factories and zealous advocates of ship sub-
sidies, Even gold Democrats are talking cotton money to relieve
them from defaults of foreign cotton markets. They all agree
now that busy mills of New England should be preferred to the
unreachable markets beyond the seas, This great world war
is teaching all not to depend on foreign ships, foreign markets,
or foreign free-trade tariff policies. [Applause on the Repub-
lican side.]

When the next tariff bill or bills are written, their sponsors,
instead of claiming as a virtue any growth of our *industries
beyond the seas,” will assert, “ What America needs that we will
produce; what she desires that we will make.” We prefer the
markets of New York and Chicago to the markets of London
and Liverpool. The busy looms of Lowell will be preferred to
the whirling spindles of Manchester; the furnaces of Pitts-
burgh and Birmingham to the imprisoned fire and flame of all
Europe. We prefer the American laborer to the toiler of the

Continent. And we will protect our farmers against the
husbandmen anywhere else on earth., [Applause on the Repub-
lican side.]

Corn being the leading cereal and first of our products, we
should guard it well, lest coming in contact with the weevily
product of Argentina its high station will be reduced. Until last
October a moderate tariff kept out the Argentine corn and
weevil. When Great Britain more than a century and a third
ago was furthering her special revenue as well as other schemes
for Americans she brought into the country the Hessian fly,
which has been a scourge to our wheat and a burden to our
farmers ever since. Again, when foreign thought in more
subtle form has control of our revenue policy they are bringing
in the Argentine weevil to fret our corn raisers for generations to
come. [Applause on the Republican side.]

We should be jealous of King Corn’s integrity and primacy.
It is the one great cereal planted and grown upon the square.
Cultivated in lawful atmosphere, it is a sustaining food for
man and beast. When wheat failed, barley was scarce, and rye
did not crop, it furnished food for the Nation and was the
source of “ meal and meat.” Reared in outlawry, it liquefies in
secrecy into the delectable delight of mountain dew. [Applause.]
It is the one important grain grown by the original owners of
America.

Its silver plume waved here before the helmet of the Floren-
tine glistened on the Western Continent. Its breastplate of
gold preceded the discovery of California nuggets, That gold,
combined with alfalfa emerald, makes marbled beef, rainbow
bacon, and ruby ham. It has contributed more to northwestern
thrift and southern hospitality than any other product of Ameri-
can sofl. It is entitled to every protection that the Nation, so
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dependent upen it, can give, and that which hath been unjustly
taken from it should be righteously restored. [Applause on the
Republican side.]

Mzr, Chairman, I yield back the remainder of my time,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman yields back three minutes
to the gentleman from Wisconsin.

My, STAFFORD, Mp. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman
from Massachusetts [Mr. Girrerr] such time as he may wish to
use.,

[Ar. GI_LLE.‘I‘T addressed the committee. See Appendix.]

AMr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman on the other side [Mr.
DBarxuarr] use some of his time?

Mr. BARNHART. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
Kiess] desired 15 minutes. but he does not seem to be present
ut this mowent. I will yield 10 minutes additional to the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. StarrForn].

Mr. STAFFORD. I yield 10 minutes to the gentieman from
Washington [ Mr. HuMPHREY].

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington, Alr. Chairman, owing to my
well-known attitude in regard to our merchant marine, and be-
cause of the faet that I have been one of the most active men
in the United Btates in urging the restoration of the American
flag to the sea, and that the bill passed a few days ago was
opposed to what I have always advocated, 1 have been asked
why I did not actively oppose that mensure. I do not assume
that my attitude upon this bill is of sufficient public importance
to justify me in taking up the time of the House even for a few
minutes; but feeling 'that just at this time, in view of the great
European war and the duties and responsibilities that it has
placed upon this Nation, I might in so doing be able in a
aeasure to do a service to my country, is the explanation why
I shall take a few moments in regard to the matter.

I wish, briefly, first to explain the conditions on the Pacific
coast, and especially in the Pacific Northwest, as related to
this legislation,

When the Underwood tariff bill was pending before Congress
we pleaded for protection of the industries of the Northwest.
The answer we received was to place practically every one of
our products on the free list. The tariff was taken from lnm-
ber, shingles, and dairy and farm products. The Underwood
tariff law benefited British Columbia; it injured the State of
Washington. The Chinaman, the Hindn, and the Japanese
were given preference by that law to the American citizen.

That law closed our mills and opened those of British Colum-
bin. More shinzles came into the Unifed States from British
Columbia during the month of last June than ever came into
this eountry before in any one year, and this amount is con-
stantly increasing. These shingles are produced almost en-
tirely by oriental Inbor. With free lumber and free shingles, and
with the British Columbia manufacturer having the benefit of
chenp free shipsmanned by cheap foreign crews that carry their
product to the Atlantic coast markets of this country, the only
hope left for the lumber and shingle industry of my State was
the advantage given American ships through the Panama Canal.
Then this advantage, to placate the demands of the transconti-
nental railroads and to cover up the blunders in Mexico, was
taken from us. This action increased the rate on every thousand
feet of lumber sent from the Pacific coast to the Atlantic, either
by rail or water, $1.50, and gave the benefit of that $1.50 to the
manufacturer of British Columbia.

Through a defect in our navigation laws the Pacific North-
west is denied absolutely the protection of the coastwise law
between the Atlantic and Pacific ports, an unjust and infamous
discrimination against a small portion of our own country. I
have tried in vain to have this remedied. But the distinguished
leader of the majority frankly told me that he would not permit
it to be dong in the tariff law, and also stated that he would
do all that he could to prevent it being changed by any other
method. With that statement the Pacific Northwest is abso-
lutely helpless until the Republican Party shall again come into
power. Perhaps under a Republican administration it will be
possible to have all laws, whether wise or nnwise, apply alike
to all parts of our common country.

To-day it is not a question of whether the trade from Puget
Sound through the Panamy Canal with our Atlantie eoast shall
be carried in American ships or foreign ships; it will be car-
ried mostly in foreign ships, The only question is, Shall those
ships run from Puget Sound or from British Columbia? To
illustrate, a foreign ship loads with lumber and shingles at
Vancouver. It unloads that cargo at Philadelphin. There it
loads with steel and furniture, goes back through the eanal and
unleads the cargo at Vancouver, British Columbia. That steel
and ferniture are placed on the cars and sent to Bellingham,
Spokane, and other points in the United States without the pay-

ment of a single cent of duty or charges of any kind or charaeter.
The cars that earry this cargo into the various portions of the
United States are then loaded with lumber or shingles or wheat
or other freight, whether this freight be produced in the United
States or British Columbia, is taken to Vancouver, and there
on a foreign ship it is sent to any American port without being
required to pay charges of any kind.

These are the conditions we face at Seattle and on Pnget
Sound. We are not protected by the laws of our own country
as every other section is protected. We do not have the equal
rights guaranteed to us under the Constitution. We are dis-
criminated against by law, one of the most infamous forms of
tyranny. And this Democratic Congress has steadfastly re-
fused to even consider changing this injustice, and by denying
American ships free passage through the Panama Canal they
took from us our last defense. This discrimination against this
one section of our country is inexcusable and vital to the
prosperity of the Pacific Northwest,

TUnder these circumstances I felt that the people of thai sec-
tion were justified in demauding foreign ships for the trade from
coast to coast and that such provision should be incorporated in
the bill. 1 felt that they were justified in making this demuand,
as the man is justified in taking life in self-defense. What under
ordinary circumstances may be a crime then becomes a con-
mendable act. But as the bill was finally passed we were e-
nied on the Pacific coast all relief. As it has happened only too
often before, the South and the East were cared for and the
Pacific coast was neglected. Then why did I not make vizoroas
protest against the bill as finally passed? This is my answer:

To-day the greatest war of the world is devastating the earth.
The greatest tragedy since men have for love or hate murdered
men is now being enacted. Never before was the earth so wet
with human blood as it is to-day. The map of the world is
being changed. Kingdoms and empires are crumbling. The
history of the human race is being written by a giant and
bloody hand. Modern civilization is showing its latent sav-
agery. When the end will come nor what the resulf will be no
earthly wisdom can tell.

We think of the white upturned faces of the dead, the an-
guish and suffering of the wounded and dying, the grief and
anguish of widows and orphans, the indeseribable suffering
and misery, poverty and want that must follow. As we think
of all these countless and helpless victims of human greed,
ambition, and ignorance the appalling horrer of it oppresses
and almost stupefies us. We can not but feel that this measure-
less sacrifice is useless. But let us hope that it will mot be in
vain.

We know that most of those who go down fo cruel death are
innocent vietims of a power they eould not control and of a con-
flict that they did not desire. The great common people of all
the nations involved loved peace, they hated war. There is no
same man in all the world to-day but who deplores this bloody
conflict. Ours is the one great nation of the earth not involved.
Upon us more than upon any other nation rests the responsi-
bility of keeping in a position of absolute neufrality, not only
for our own sake but for the sake of humanity, [Applause.]

Never before in the history of the world has so great a re-
sponsibility rested upon a nation as rests upon us now. Never
before in the history of the human race has there come such a
great opportunity to benefit mankind as comes to us to-day.

What we must do above all things else s to remain neutral,

to remain at peace with all, and maintain that peace with
honor.
- Every true American cifizen unreservedly approves the senti-
ments upon this proposition so beautifully and patriotically
expressed by the I'resident and by the distingnished gentleman
from Illinois [Mr. Maxn]. The words of these two great men
in this trying time should be an inspiration and a guoiding star
to the American people. [Applanse.]

In this awful conflict we pity all; se favor none. That
many dangerous conditions will come is almost certain, Men
or nations clutching at each other's throats engaged in a death
struggle do not stop to reason. They are controlled by the
insanity of hate. They do desperate things. We should re-
member these facts and not be swept from eool judgment by
their acts. When such emergency arises, then is the time for
self-control, for dispassionate thinking, for careful speaking, on
the part of every true Ameriean that we may remain at peace,
act justly, and discharge faithfully the mighty duty that fute
has placed upon us.

This Nation to-day suffers commerecially beyond computation,
but we should not grow hysterical or resentful. Lel us deter-

mine that overanxiety on the part of some for the dollar shall
not involve us in this conflict.

[Applause.] Our commercial
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injury is great, but it is as nothing compared with the calami-
ties of war.

Let us be thankful that conditions are no worse, and pray to
Him who holds the destiny of nations in the hollow of His
hand that we may not become involved in this awful conflict,
[Applause.]

It is said that the Democratic Party will profit by this war.
It may be so. If it profits by ably and patriotically performing
its duty in this hour of our country’s need, then all good citizens
will rejoice. [Applause.] Ifitattempts to play pelities and tries
to save the party instead of the country, then the curse of this
people and of generations yet unborn will fall upon it. [Applause.]

In this emergency there should be no party and no polities.
My partisanship stops at the boundaries of my own counfry.
Beyond that, when it Is this Nation against the rest of the
world, then we are all Americans. [Applause.]|

While this shipping bill as it has been passed did not meet
my judgment, and while I believe it will be disappointing in

its immediate results and disastrous in the end, and while I
feared that it might lead us into great danger. I did not ac-
tively oppose it; and why? Because the President had asked
for this legislation. He believed it wise, He is in a betrer
position to judge of the conditions than anyone else. In this
trying hour his responsibilities are the greatest. No oné
doubts his integrity or his patriotism. And I did not propose
by any word or act of mine to do anything. standing as we are
in the shadow of this great world war, that could possibly be
construed, either at home or abroad, to the effect that the people
of this country were not in this mighty emergency, without
regard to party or politics, standing as one man back of the
President. [Applause.]

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from
West Virginia [Mr. Huenes] snch time as he may oceupy.

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I submit a
few figures and facts relating to finance, commerce, and busi-
ness conditions:

Reccipis and disbursements, United States Government, 1901-1914.
ORDINARY RECEIPTS BY FISCAL YEARS.

Miseellaneous sources.
2 Exlrm of
Internal Total ordi. | Ordinary
Years ending Fune 30— Customs. Direct tax. | Premiums receijts over
& ISyenue. on loans and atﬁg::g nary receipts. ordh!;l;ry dls-
sales of ftams bursements.
gold coin. < mpa
$238, 585, 156 | $307, 180, 664 &8, 054, 008 | £587, 685,338 &77,717, 984
254, 444,708 1800, 36,153,403 | 562,478,733 | 91,287,375
.| 284,479,582 | 230,810,124 45,106,068 | 560,396,674 54,797, 66T
261,274,565 , 004, 45,538,220 | 539,716,914 7,479,092
261,798,857 | 234,005,741 48,712 101 | 544,608,759 18,753,335
300,251,878 | 249,150,213 45,315,851 | 50,717,042 45,312, 517
233,363 , 6, 61,225,524 | 663, 125,66) 111,420,531
113,130 | 251,711,127 63,236,466 | 601,060,723 20,141, 667
300,711,934 212, 56,064,012 | 603, 559,49) 59, 734,955
333,683,445 | 289,943,519 51,804,751 | 675,511,715 15. 806, 324
314,497,071 | 322,529, 64,346,103 | 701,372,375 47, 234,377
311,321,672 | 321,612,200 58,844,573 | 601,778,465 37,424,502
318,801, 844,416, 965 i), 803, 724,111, 23) 41,340,524
202, 128, 380,000, 000 62,215,173 | 734,343,701 | 33,784,452
i Preliminary figures.
ORDINARY DISBURSEMENTS BY FISCAL YEARS.
e Brbpedin OIS GMEAES In Total ardl-
- ar vy De- : terest on
Years ending June 30— roRass oF mu:En partinent. Indians, Pensions. public debt, bmts.
, ete, items,
e e W e SR 812,282,008 | $144,615,697 | $60,500,978 | $10,806,073 | $130,323,62 | $2,302,07 967,353
£ 7450.324 | 12,272,216 | 67,803,128 | 10,049,385 48, 20,108,045 | 471,190,558
3056 | 118,618,520 82,618, 034 12,035,108 | 138, 425, 648 28,556, 349 506, 083, 022
115,035, 411 102, 056, 102 10, 350 | 142,559,268 24, 646, 400 £32,237, 802
122,175,074 | 117,530,308 | 14,236,074 | 141,773,065 | 24,590,944 | 563,350,004
117,846,602 | 110,474,264 12,746,850 | 141,084,562 24, 308, 576 540, 405, 425
122, 576, 463 7, 128, 469 15, 163,709 | 139,309,514 24,481,158 551,705, 129
137,746,523 | 118,037,087 14,579,755 | 153,892, 467 21,426,138 621, 102, 330
161,067, 462 | 115,546,011 , 604,618 | 161,710,367 21,803,535 662,324, 445
155,011,706 | 123,173,717 18,504,131 | 160, 696, 418 21,342,970 659, 705, 391
160, 135,976 | 119,537, 644 20,933,870 | 157,980,575 21,311,334 654, 137, 998
148, 795,422 | 135,501,953 20, 134,840 | 153, 590, 455 22 616,300 854, 553, 943
160,387,453 | 133,202,882 20,306,158 | 175,085, 451 22,8.9,108 682, 770,706
S e N ] R e eey 700, 550, 248
1 Preliminary figures.
Foreign commeree., Foreign commerce—Continued,
MERCIIANDISE.
Fiscal year, Imports Exports. Excessof | Excessof
Fiscal year Imports Exports. | Excessof | Excessof gl ey,
year. RO imporis. | exporis,
:.ﬁﬁ'gk}% ............ 3851,000.835
....................... ,400,822 | §547,605,194 (318,785,728 | ...ouonsne Ferinited B S
1ot m,mm ?\sé,no.srz (ool gy 116,850 2,049,330, 198 |. 522,034,004
060°065 | 807 el ks 75,568, 200 2,201,322,40) |. 851,057,475
oy 852 BB B3R | 102" 882’ 264 2,*@3.31.119 o 652, 875, 915
DGU: M: 2!8: 144 2, 364,625,555 |. 470,457,375
231, 615,432, 676
207, 520,874,813 First sip months, 1914
(o4, 544,541,808 | Excess of exports :
487, 64, 502, 926 January $49. 323. 680
381, 478, 308, 453 February 28, 873, 369
420, 141 304,422 142 Marech 4, 943, 930
400, 82 468,739,900 | Excess of imports:
518,56 401,048, 595 April 11,359, 344
743, 517, 302, 054 May 2, 4740, %06
830, 851, 078 446, 429, 153 June - 653, ~22
78,340 | ..ueeuunas) 006,431,554 July 8, 462, 23;
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Imports of 1913 and 191}—Continued. Importe of 1913 and 191},
[From Monthly Summary of Commerce and Finance.]
Twelve months ending June—
Twelve months ending June— Groups,
Groups. 1913 1014
1913 1914
X Dutiable—Continued. Dollars. Peret, Dollars. Peret,
Freo of daty: Miscellaneous. . .. ...eauennnsanes 4, 849, 251 0.59 5,884,785 0.77
Crude materials for in man- Dollnrs, Peret, Dollars. Per cf.
uBeturing. .. ...veeieenaees 500,725,230 | 51.62 | 540,480,504 | 48.73 Total dutiable................ 825,484,072 | 100.00 | 766,422,958 | 100.00
Foodstuffs in ernde condition,
and food animals.............| 179,820,030 | 18.21 | 201,851,083 17.90 | Free and dutiable:
Foodstuffs partly or wholly Crude materials for use in manu-
manufactared. ............... 10,880,107 | 1.10 | 37,069,761 3.20 facturing. ...ouoooeeienaan] 635,210,201 | 35.04 | 634,054,889 | 33.48
Manufactures for further use in Foodstufls in ernde condition,
man tanmemsnisaeeaa| 180,580,155 | 18.29 | 201,054,183 | 17.83 and food animals. ............ 211,746,500 | 11.68 | 247,835,505 | 13.08
Manufaetures ready for con- Foodstufls partly or whally
Ty e RN FOMINPR 97,122,111 | 9.83| 127,140,718 | 1128 manufactured. ...............] 194,243,220 | 10.72 | 227,235,184 | 12.00
Miscellaneous. . ....-........... 9,378,430 | .05 | 10,887,460 07 Manufactures for further use in
manufactaring. . ............. 310,401,928 | 19.27 310,714, 887 16. 88
Total free of duty............| 987,524,162 | 100.00 | 1,127,502,600 | 100.00 Manufactures ready for con-
sumplion., oic il 408,178,701 | 22.51 | 448,312,048 | 23.67
Dutiable: 2 Miscellaneous. .. .....cocaversaaas 14,227,681 .78 16,772,245 ]
Crode materials for use in mann-
Escmring.lﬁ ..... i enition: 125,484,971 | 15.20 | 84,565,201 | 1L.03 Total fmports of merchandise.| 1,813,008,231 | 100.00 | 1,%03,025,657 | 100.00
Foodstufls in crude comn s
:ggsmﬁ; wjm?ls e 31,017,461 | 3.87 45,083,522 6.00 Por cent ol free. . iovo oo i n,.) 2y e D R TN 50.54
Foodstu artly or y
et i e 183,354,023 | 22.21| 190,165,423 | 24,81 | Dutles collected from customs......| 318,142,344 |........] 202,128,528 |........
e f ri:lm Pl 168,821,773 | 20.45 | 118,600,704 | 15.48 % On dl:lihvglla s 28,54 38.12
BCHUTINR. .« o evscuiivners , 821, 5 , 660, 5. SRt I Y T SO St
Mantactares 1Fmdy for con- : 2 . On total imports. . ....... VA AT R g 15.42
BOPHM. ... v aem s s 311,056,503 | 37.68 321,163, 230 4191

IMPORTS OF FAEM FRODUCTS.
TImports into the United States of certain i’arm products for § monihs ending June 50, 1814, under the tariff law of 1913, together with the imports of the same articles for 9 months

ending June 30,1913, under the tariff law of 1909 and the per cent of increase. Also the imports of the articles for thefi months under the present tariff latw com ed with the im-
pom”g] the same articles under the 1909 tariff law for the )Pr:l'l year ending June 50, 1813, 3) € <
Total im for 9 o}) [" cent Amount of
Total im for 8 nerease | Total  imports, year
months, gmmr, 1013, E‘“}m%&& ar decrease,  ending June 40, 1913 Il:_l;rm;n Per cent
to June,1014,inclusive, | 5 00 4 e 9 months under tariff law of 9 months | ofin-

Article. undertarifllaw of 1913, | "t under 1913 | 1909, under new | €Tease, 9

3 b law, com- Taw ovee months

pared with full 3'0&:1 over fall

u&ﬁ?ﬂ% -——| underold | Year®
Quantity, | Valne. | Quantity. | Vale. | laws | Quantity. | Velue Inw.

Per cent Per cent,
ol e e o R S S G A L 1 T oo 725,584 | 816, 345, 4R 366,130 | §5,771,004 08 421,640 | 25,640,068 | 9,704, 780 116
Horses? A=) a0 e 29,011 1,803,930 7,852 | 1,396,086 250 5 PR T e
Sheep sdo....| 220,800 391,648 12,330 74,127 1,548 15,498 2021 |7 301, 627 335
‘Animals, other (including live poultry)? 54,015 |- o ouenanenss 201,027 1 218,950 ; 131
Bread and bisenits ¥ 354,244 ..o ... 207, 433 69 i 98,908 a8
ety 508, : 7 ) ; 491,070 | 7,107,623 1,444

Corn® 7,508, 7 974,733°| 160,761 4,210 | " 003, 062 0 ; ;

; 7,882,733 79,966 37,678 20, 145 723,899 9,364 | 7,303, 2627
1,755,855 472,385 368, 816 a7 797,528 550 | 1,196,396 213
1,410,738 106, 026 056, 812 35 153, 7 L e b T P, et i
2t 15, 140,173 4,288,764 322,567 | 14,817,608 4,508
24 | 1,112,204 212843 | 716,406 | 1,005,888 6,670
499, 264 1,200
1,325, 100 ?n
L l‘;
All other meats? 1, 300, 084 133

Bausage and bologna
Bausage casings 15,

Milk and eream, fresh and condensed !, L8R B A NG asis oo 15209888 . 910 50
Butter and substitutes B, .. ... ....uesn- ; 4 1,616,408 080,622 | 238,367 852 | 1,162,253 304,000 | 1,342,318 441
Cheeso and substitulesi. . 8,775,041 | 38,084,797 | 7,027,405 261 49,387,041 | 9,185,184 ) ... ool
1,050, 583 £953,823 | 143,784 511 1,271,765 191,714 867,879 452

2,504,214 711,511 | 1,383,605 99 | 1,048,207 | 1,088,105 | 666,100 M

742,200 | © 73,730 361,222 41 789,458 481,756 260, 535 ]

1,638,709 657,200 | 1,074,849 17 LI O] 1,885, 705 Lo eiciata o vasaanis

" 790,504 308, 960 270, 103 404 27,230 , 214 406,310 163

All other in natural stato ¥, . iy I e BT T Wil s B [T O
Wool, unmanufactured ®3 . __ ... ..ceeiineans 48,730,303 | 136, 169, 870 | 23,040,880 63 | 105,203,255 | 35, 579,823 | 13, 130, 480 36
T e e B e R SR T S S e S 120,280,817 1. o .o v vmvmas 49,833,031 L R 60,322,885 |.cconiaianas 53

i ¥ree on and after Oct. 3, 1913,
: }};xty prgilucmlrétdoum per 3lmmfl :hare 1-‘2!11“13 ?Otl nvert $150, 25 pﬁr t&mh ag valgrem t;vhm vnludn g;r 815:; per md,dto 10 per cent ad valorem on all.
dve. u om 3 cents 0 1 cen pound, dead from 5 cents per poun cents per pound.
4 Either pulm:eduy on the free list or duty reduced about mxgi-atr. s s
& Free on and after Oct. 3, 1013. Duty was 15 cents per bushel.
¢ Duty reduced from 15 conts per bushel to € cents per bushel.
7 Free if imported from countries wheh impose no duties on like imports from United States, otherwise 10 cents per bushel. Duty was 25 cents per bushel.
8 Duty reduced from &4 per ton to §2 per ton.
# Free on and after Oct. 3, 1013.  Duty was 25 per cent ad valorem.
1 Inchided in all other meat preducts prior to July 1, 1013,
Il Free on and after Oct. 3, 1913, Duty was 4 cenis per pound.
12 Free under both laws.
1 Duty reduced from 6 cents per pound to 23 eents per poand.
14 Duty redoced from 6 cents per pound to ad valorem duty equivalent Lo about 4 cents per pound.
% Included in all other articles prior to Oct. 3, 1013.
% Duty reduced from 45 cents per bushel to 25 cents per bushel.
1 Duty decreased [rom 40 cents per bushel to 20 cents per bushel.
18 Free if imported from countries which impose no duties on like imports from United States, otherwise 10 per cent ad valorem. Duty was 25 cents per bushel.
1 Duty redoced (rom 25 per cent ad valorem to 15 per cent ad valorem.
2 Practically all free of duty since Dec. 1, 1013. t
2 Per cent of increase of wool for 7 months under new law over same period of last year under old law, 96 per cent.
2 Per cent of increase ﬂ#‘nr«i on quantities, where quantities are iven, otherwise on values.
% Per cents of increase figured on values, 3
# Total value of all meat products, except sausage, bologna, and bologna casings, for 9 months, $19,672,625; for June, 1914, $3,606,004, compared with $125,498 for June,

1913,
# No figures for months under old Jaw. Quantity and value figured as two-thirds of year,
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The period of nine months ending with July 1 showed an
increase over the corresponding nine-month period under the
old law of 150 per cent. This period is significant in this. that
it covers three-fourths of the fiseal year of 1914 and does not |
include any part of the period influenced by anticipation or
actnal oecurrence of the European war. These figures show
not only an enormous increase of farm products, but a progres-
sive one,

Steel orders. Unfilled tonnage.

Jan, 31, 1913 7. 827, 508
Feb. 28, 1913 7. 656, 714
Mar, 31, 1M3_. T ﬁgﬁ.gxﬁ
Apr. 30, 1913 8. D78, ‘:6-
May 31, 1913 2 324, 322
June 30, 1913 g 5 80:.;&]7
July 31, 1713 = ﬁ!m. 356
Aur. 31, 1913 5, 223, 468
Bept. 30, 1913. B, D03, TRH
Oct. 31, 1913 = -- 4,513,767
Nov. 30, 1M1 L 4,' , 34T
Dec, 31, 1913. 4,992 108
Jan, 81, 1914 4, 613, 680
Febh, 28, 1014 B, 0226, 44
Mar. 31, 1914 4, 653
Alpr. a0, 1014 4, 27

May 31, 1914 3,99

June 30, 1914__ 4, 03 I
July 31, 1914 4, 158, 589

It will be scen that the falling off for the first seven months
of 1914, as compared with the corresponding months of 1913, is
about 35 per cent.

INCREASED IMPORTS OF WOOL AND WOOLENS,

Exports frem Bradford to the United States of wool and manufactures
of wool, first 5 months, 1914, 1913, 1912, by months.

[Complled from British Board of Trade Reports.]

British
Date. and British | Worsted | Worsted | Woolen
colomial | wool. yorns, | tissues. | tissmes.
wool.

Pounds, | Pounds. | Pounds.| Yards. | Yards,
Jannary, 1004, .o ieanaae 8,80 2,600 i 4,220 087
January, 1013, .. Pee 2,700 1,000 ] 1,406 a8
January, 1912, .. 6,700 1,000 |. 1,007 246
Felraary, 194, 10,830 1,900 123 2,742 04
February, 1013..........- 7,500 1 L e 281 220
Fehrpary, 0. caanaa e e 11,400 1,200 634 201
March, 194..... 9,900 2,000 159 3,102 €00
March, 1913, . 4,800 R R 479 12
March, 1912 7,590 2,100 2 897 m
April, 1914, 14,600 | 2,300 72| 2,m1 484
April, 1013, 4,700 500 9 706 118
April, 1212, 9,000 2,000 10 pivs ] 1™
ay, 1014.. 12,500 | 2,200 | 1,13 B8
May, 1013 o =sm 400 5 675 106
MAY LIRSS = o 12,100 | 1,800 4 532 108
Total Jan. 1 fo Jume 1, 1014.. ... 56, 600 11,000 840 14,028 3,20
Total Jan. 1 to June 1, 1913. . ..| 23,100 4,200 24 3,737 805
Total Jan. 1 to June 1, 1912.....| 46,800 8,200 2 3,302 )

The United States consul at Bradford, England, reports that
the declared exports to the United States from the Bradford
consular distriet for the six months ended June 30, 1914,
amounted to $17.494,869, the largest total in the history of this
consulate, with the single exception of the first six months of
1897—the closing days of the Wilson tariff—when the exports
amounted to $19.115.953.

The shipment of raw wool amounted to $6,223.271, as com-

pared with $1,657,397 during the first six months of 1913.

Failures first 6 months,
[Dun’s Review.]

Number. | Liabilities,

7,061
8,317
8,163
8,334

$103, 698, 334
108, 000, 000
132,009, 061
185, 099, 730

A comparison of the second quarter—April, May, and June—of
llimt?il iw[ith same period of previous years Dun's Lleview average
abilities:

1803 37,004
1804 sl:i. 701
1895 14, 870
1806 .- 13, 504
1807 15, 121
IR9S8. .. LIS 11,381
B e e e 7. 167
1900, 17, 114
1901 9,943
1902 9. 699
1803_ = 13, 366
1904 10, 949
19035 9, 303
1008 - 11,515
1907 Ho= VAN 1T
1908 - 12, 805
1909 14,787
1910 s 13, 678
1911 14, 319
1912 12, 898
1 b IR R AT et Ty L
1914 (largest since 1803 ; double the average of all years sinve
1803) 28,874
Building operations.
[Dun’s Review.]
1914 1913
8§30, 434, 463 | $44,910,430
.| 41,323,571 | 46,526,158
71,812,291 | 71,962,i02
71,700,083 | 83,122,735
73,055,258 | 74,042,482
72,740,708 | 68,972,274
IPDRRL. 2 oo sis s burin s A ax s nsmmamnn seasms wwavy< | 10, 138, 404; | 390,536,670
A decrease every month but June.
Bank clearings.
[Dun's Review.]
1014 1013 1912
Avm'ng: daily:
Eem‘nﬁum ......................... $£00, 030,000 | $518, 163,000 | §530,910, 000
3 QUALET....ooeccancnnennnnaans] 473,418,000 | 480,804,000 | 500,140,000

WHAT THE RECORDS SAY OF nnsl.\'zss‘ FUR THE FIRST HALF OF THE YEAR
1914,

Bank clearings of the United States to June 30, first half of
the fiscal year, $85.477.092.669 ; n decrense of $779.606.215.

Railway gross earnings on an average of 218,541 miles for five
months ended May 30, $097.558,018; a decrease of $57.404.302.

Commercial failures for the first half of the year. 8344, as
against 8,163 in the same period of 1913, involving $185.009,730,
as against $132.900,061.

Banking failures same period, 93, involving liabilities of
$28.621,312, as against 55 in the same period of 1913, with lia-
bilities of $6.417.372.

Meanwhile there has been exported $100,000,000 in gold.

THE TRADE SITUATION AND THE OUTLOOK.
Table showing conditions of trade and future probabilities in all industries, bosed upon statements made by 2,045 manufeciurers.

Percentage of replies showing—
Improvement in sales, Jan. 1 to | LmPprovement in collections,
: with Jan. 1 to June 30, 1014, com- | po s aondition ustry Prospests of industry for tho
Industry. i&ﬁaﬁ:ﬁb 30, 1913, N with Jan. June 30, . o Ind 7 o current yaf'lr?
| Mark- Mark- Excel- Excel-
Noue. | Slight. | Fair. | Vo5 | None. | Elight. | Fair. | " 4™ | Poor. | Fair. | Good. | "™ | Foar. Fair. | Good. | jort
Perd.|Parct.|Pact. | Perel. | Percl, | Percl. | Perct. | Pevet. | Perct, | Pevet, | Perct. | Perl. | Perd. | Parct. | Per ol | Percl.
Agricultural implements........ = 62 13 i2 13 58 14 20 8 32 38 2 8 20 43 o 10
B and distilling:
gj L Uguors. ...c.ceaneeseeed &8 b ] 17 ] [ 12 18 L] a a 18 14 n a8 2 13
) Bpirltuous ligOorS. « eeesseal ke ] 18 50 8 - R o 50 8 B s 44 44 Ul B
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Table showing conditions of trade and future probabilities in all industries, based upon statements made by 2,645 manufacturers—Continued.

Percentage of replies showing—
Improvement in ecollections
Improvement in sales, Jan. 1 to J ¥
an. 1 to June 30, 1914, com- Prospects of industry for tha
Industry. j;::‘zlmﬁh%%m iy with im'ed with Jan. 1 to June 30, | resent condition of industry. current ye:-.)
L4 913,
: i Mark- Mark- Excel- | 1, Excel-
None. | Blight. | Fair. o None, | Blight. | Fair. P Poor. | Fair. | Good. taitt: Poor. | Fair. | Good. lent.
Perct. | Percl, | Perct, | Perct. | Perct. | Perct, | Perct. | Perct. | Perct, | Perct. | Perct. | Perct. | Perct. | Peret. | Per ct. | Perct.
Cement clay and products:
a% Builders’ material......... 62 16 9 13 58 20 17 5 34 41 17 7 45 18 0
b) Camnans. ... oo s 80 13 T1.e 90 5 e PR 41 4 T P e 47 3 16
¢} Croc..ery and pottery...... G4 g 18 ;| 17 9 36 44 12 8 30 52 ] 9
) Paving material, ete....... 50 12 25 13 30 30 U Pt 13 25 50 12 4 4 2 43
icals, oils, acids, ete.:
R AN o e T R 53 T 2 13 56 19 19 {§ 2 35 24 12 31 44 19 ]
ih Paints, varnishes, and dyes. 58 20 13 8 57 14 n 2 27 46 20 7 2% 48 20 7
¢) Boaps and perfumery...... 30 17 3 11 61 11 2 6 12 53 ] 12 11 56 22 11
(d) Vegetable and mineral oils. 40 15 25 20 63 9 i e 18 47 -l AR 11 50 -] 11
Dm%s(ﬁmshed).“.......,...‘.‘.. 33 17 2 = &5 17 17 11 18 29 35 18 18 18 35 1]
Food products:
(a) Cereals and by-products. . . 2 6 50 18 56 13 2 9 10 2 i1 15 13 2 37 3
(b) Food animals and by-prod-
netss s 5 33 0 n 20 60 20 13 7 32 18 25 n 33 n 13
E(‘] Preserved foods. . L S 47 13 31 19 a1 10 19 k1 25 19 10 30 30 20
d) Sugar and by-prod; 73 6 I8 3 7 3 12 6 31 40 17 3 11 &5 30 4
Glass and products:
(a) Botiles and glassware...... 40 2 16 12 58 15 15 12 2 39 19 15 4 40 20 16
(b) Mirrors, plate, and window. .rd W hacnt.. 82 12 81 40 {1 R 7 44 44 Y e T
Iron and steel:
a) Bridge construction.. 56 65 12 2 |iciaines 27 85 18 |. E 48 40 124,
) Building construe 63 3 8 12 2 46 42 8 4 45 3 16 5
‘cj) Pig iron... F 03 i 7 13 3 2 24 4l 7l e e
) Railway.. 8 K] 8 1§ o 0] 10 4 17 7 Ho P TIS E  LE
e) Steel hillets. . §1 69 12 19t 61 23 12 4 73 15 B8 4
(O U hed machinery (] 78 13 7 2 59 28 9 4 56 36 4 4
Jewelry and silverware:
én) F (i n e mepa e o sl 8 3 10 14 3 69 10 47 a7 18 S &4 30 13 3
b) BIlverware.........ovveanss 60 10 L P 56 22 30 40 B 30 40 10 20
e
a) Automoi vo-
Biele i e A 64 18 18 43 18 3 25 17 25 ] 46 9 33
;Bultlng .......... oo Pep e AR 15 P 804, 45 3 v F el 45 45 {1 3] et B
¢) Boots and shoes...... . 46 15 22 17 66 11 16 57 16 11 14 63 o i TP
d) Harness and saddlery...... 43 22 22 13 i 35 24 44 32 1. 8 44 3 e
¢) Leather, raw and tanned... 66 20 8 [ ] 11 3 53 8 [ 22 & 22 3
Lightm§ and heating:
(a) Illuminating............... 5 11 % 5 70 18 28 &0 - 1 Wt 28 48 19 5
(b) Heatng. ......000nereeanan 4 14 8 4 67 14 38 36 18 5 19 5l 26 4
umber and mannfactures;
(a) Boxes, barrels, ete. ........ 76 12 | Rl 69 10 2 43 37 16 4 a6 45 3 { % A
(b) Finished furniture......... 70 4 11 5 71 16 S 5 31 44 2 3 4 45 4 7
(¢) Lumber for building....... 63 20 10 7 87 16 14 3 36 41 18 5 32 & 2% 6
5 mﬁ]dgmumeeﬂamus Y 62 15 12 1 0 13 13 4 a2 45 16 7 a2 42 20 i
ry:
(a) Boilers and engines........ 69 13 9 9 68 17 11 4 8 B 20 9 37 38 16 9
by Bleetriend. ool oo 70 [ 3 21 &l 13 20 6 39 30 17 14 33 38 12 15
(¢) Iron working. ... 80 11 5 4 87 6 6 1 54 38 T 3 55 32 9 4
(@ Millmg. e 74 B el 8 A2 & 10 3 38 47 10 5 46 40 11 3
(e) Mining, excavating, ete.... 79 13 Bl 61 13 P R 54 33 2.3 ATy 52 35 9 4
()18 < | TR SR e SR &4 4 8 4 7 17 3 1] 47 36 14 3 45 35 14 3
) Woodworking. .. o8 R LN B - 11 Bt - P 47 37 Wl 47 47 L
Metals (not iron or steel). B 78 5 12 5 68 11 15 3 30 47 11 3 ] 45 11 5
Musical instruments._.............. 65 2 3 10 i 18 15 10 30 45 15 10 2 40 2 15
Paper and printing: .
{a) Paper boxes and bags...... 62 20 9 9 w 8 18 N 46 31 20 3 2 51 14 f-
(b) Printing, ete ... _.......... 0] 17 4 10 73 8 15 4 a 45 17 T 31 556 4 1
(c) Paper, miscellaneous...... 67 15 6 12 Tl 13 5 ] 41 40 15 4 39 39 15 T
) Printing supplies.......... 0 15 o) e 58 & B Yoty 21 I 16 63 s 1 =S TR
¥uhﬂ and manufactures......... 50 10 25 15 67 11 2 41 a2 18 9 b 33 F 11
extiles:
(a) Burlap and eotton bags 77 b 1 i 15 Bl s 25 59 Wi 15 46 N2
(b) Carpets and rugs... 8 [} BL Loisaviis h117] [ ] 45 4 s f) B St o] n 13 7
(e) Cottons and prints (e 7 8 84 3 11 2 b4 32 12 - ! 50 35 11 4
(d) Finished clothing 58 B 18 18 o 13 11 4 38 40 15 7 n 43 21 9
ﬁe Hal 73 17 8 2 i 12 8 4 32 B3 11 2 30 49 17 4
Lacings and silks 54 13 18 15 48 X 14 14 30 47 15 8 a 44 25 10
(g) Woolens....... u 10 9 4 85 8 ¥ P 58 27 12 3 50 19 17 ]
(h) Worsteds........ 85 4 7 4 92 . A et E8 24 10 8 65 19 12 4
Tobacco.. 33 10 24 3 35 15 30 i) ] 52 10 3 & 43 19 3
Tools and hardware:
(a) Bolts, nuts, ete............ ] 6 17 11 53 12 2 (] 33 40 16 1 37 38 2Py 25
1) Builders’ hardware. e 72 5 7 14 A8 21 v 38 38 12 12 2 60 ? § 13
cf Mechanics' tools. . ... ..... ) S 3 7 7 13 3 5 48 46 3 3 a8 49 10 3
d) Miscellaneous hardware. ... 72 T 10 11 80 8 11 1 46 46 12 ] 2 49 16 7
es!
a) Horse-drawm..........c..o 42 19 25 e 46 2 7 5 20 47 25 8 16 32 40 [}
;h}uolor‘........-..... - 28 15 10 47 45 30 5 2 18 45 4 b | 4 5 <) 3
'e) Yehicla parts......... . 63 11 15 1 52 17 27 4 19 54 19 8 17 48 2 9
Misce! Wl TN s s e e b en, 74 8 13 5 82 2 10 5 5 44 21 10 25 45 22 8

RAILWAY REVENUES DECREASED. mission's figures, between 1907 and 1913 the averdge freight

The net income of the railways of the United States per mile | receipts of the railways dropped from 7.50 mills per ton-mile
for the year ended June 30, 1914, was the lowest for a decade, | to 7.20 mills,
according to information compiled by the Bureau of Railway Slason Thompson, director of the bureau, in analyzing the
News and Statistics from the monthly reports of the roads to | figures, says: i '
Crassa BEIRL 8T Sk e st sebiig s iee o i de ma e Sf Panine Mo e MR a0 ok st
creased ,191.237 and the net operating income, after dednet- | @ i .
ing tnxeﬁecrenscd $130.276,210 gﬁom the previous year. The | poosions oo fak Lhe Mvorite phrsse of their tnquisitoré—it 1y by

eir results as the laws of nature. DBe-
bulletin says that, according to the Interstate Commerce Com- | fween 1907 and 1913 the average freight receipts of the rallways was
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hammered down' from 7.59 mills ?’er ton-mile to 7.20 mills. . These are
commission's fizures. That reduction of three-tenths of a mill reduced
the railway revenues by a round $90,000,000,

In 1907 the average dally wage of railway employees was $2.20; last
year it was $2.49. That little increase of over 29 cents a day added
over $160,000,000 to the rallway pay roll. Put these two items together
and you have a quarter of a billlon dollars lost in one year over which
the railways bhave no more control than of the wind which bloweth
where it listeth,

RBAILWAY EMPLOYEES IDLE.

A most conservative estimate of the railway employees Junel,
1914, made by the Railrond Employer, was from 175,000 to
200,000, and in addition a large number whose working hours
were reduced or their income lessened.

IDLE RAILWAY FREIGHT CARS.

On a page of the New York Times of July 12 we find the

following :

How the Idle cars of this year have compared In number with those
o year ago is shown below :

1914

The enormous disparity betwveen the numbers of freight cars
lying idle in 1013 and 1914 amounts to an absolute refutation
of the claim that business conditions are sound. When, as on
May 31, 1914, the number of Idle cars exceeded by 190.000 the
number that were idle on the same date in 1913, four months
before the Underwood tariff went into operation and when
business was at the normal mark of protection prosperity, there
was manifestly something wrong with business. That some-
thing wrong remained up to July 1, 1914. It still remains, and
all the optimistic reports which newspapers can work up will
not wipe out that fact.

THE UNBMFLOYED,

- For several yeuars preceding the enactment of the Underwood
tariff what might be called full employment was given to all
our wage earners; in other words, with the exceptions due to
illness, worthlessness and strikes, and other rare exceptions
which must always exist everywhere in the country, all who
wanted work and were worthy of it could obtain it.

Immediately upon the operation of the new tariff, October 3,
1013, conditions began to change, and in a few months it was
estimated that from three to five million had been thrown out
of employment. It is, of course, difficult to get an exact census
of the unemployed, but we can obtain an approximate idea of
the situation. For instance, we know that. about 200.000 rail-
road employees are out of work; we know that some 200,000
men usually employed in the lumber industry are now idle; we
know that over 200,000 textile operatives have been thrown out
of work, and as many more in the iron and steel industry; in
fact, it has been stated that over one-half million iron and steel
workers and those of kindred industries are idle. Fully 100.000
miners are idle, and many thousands engaged in car making and
locomotive shops. 3

From day to day during the past six months figures have been
given showing the closing of shops in every part of the country.
- First, it would be a thousand thrown out of employment, then
a few hundred, until newspapers which have followed the fig-
ures assume that some 3,000,000 men are idle. But this by no
means tells the whole story. There are thousands and thousands
of female wuage earners idle in every phase of industry; there
have been thousands upon thousands of clerks and clerical em-
ployees laid off; there have been thousands of day laborers
thrown out of work, and many thousands in the trades, such
as carpenters, masons, bricklayers, plumbers, painters, deco-
rators, and so on through the list.

According to a recent census report 35,000,000 people in the
country were engaged in gainful occupations in 1910, and that
number was largely increased during the following three years.
Let us, however, take that as a basis and assume that only 10
per cent have become idle under the new tariff; that would
give us 3,500,000; but we know that in many occupations and
industries fully one-fifth, or 20 per cent, have been thrown out
of employment. If that proportion covered the whole country,
it would make 7,000,000 idle. It seems, then, that we may take

LI—900

a middle ground between the two extremes and safely assume
that at least 15 per cent of our people have been thrown out of
employment. That means that over 5.600,000 wage ecarners are
idle; and assuming a loss of $2 a day for each, that would be
a loss in wages of $10,000,000 a day, or at the rate of $3,000,-
000,000 a year.

The Underwood tariff seems, then, not only to have been a

blunder and a faflure, but a crime against the American wige
enrner.

Mr. BARNHART. Mr, Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to my
colleague on the committee, Mr. Kiess of Pennsylvania.

Mr, KIESS of Pemnsylvania. Mr, Chairman, it is not my
intention to enter into an extended discussion of this bill, bnt
to briefly state some of the reasons why, in the judgment of the
committee, this bill should be enacted into law, and Inasmuach
as my time is limited I trust that I may not be interrupted.

At this time when the administration and its leaders in Con-
gress are endeavoring to find some way in which to increase the
revenue to meet the current expenses of the Government the
consideration of the printing bill now before the House Is most
opportune. Suggestions have frequently been made upon the
floor of this House with regard to the best method for raising
additional revenue, but very little has been done toward cur-
tailing the expenditures of the Government. What the country
needs most at this time is to cease all unnecessary expenditures,
and the practice of more economy in conducting the business of
the Government would be appreciated by all the people. The
passage of the bill now under consideration will help accomplish
this to the extent of nearly $1.000,000 per year, as is shown by
the complete and exhaustive report accompanying the bill. The
necessity for more practical business men in our lawmaking
bodies is becoming generally recognized. as well as the fact that
the successful management of the financial affairs of the Gov-
ernient is purely a business proposition. At this time it would
seem in order to call attention to the rapid increase in the
expenditures of the Government from $5 per capita in 1800 to
over $T per capita in 1910. I desire to insert in the Recorp as
a part of my remarks an editorial from the New York Sun of
August 12 with reference to the increase of Government ex-
penses.

The editorial referred to is as follows:

Since European war has upset the trade of the world and entangled
the finances of the United States the necessily of filling the Treasury
has engaged the attention of the anthorities at Washington, in the
executive departments and the Congress.

They have conversed together about the practicability of new taxzes
and the feasibility of increasing the imposts now in force.

They have sguuintﬂd as to the sums that might be brought Into the
Treasury In this way and that, and they have assured the Natlon that,
come what may, their ingenuity will be equal to the task of devising
mesns to A1l the srronlg box. .

It is an alarming, although not a novel, fact that In all the disserta-
tlons on this gresslug and fmportant subject not one suggestion has been
made that deficit in income should be met, even in part, by economy of
expenditure.

ere has not been a single recommendation that expenses shonld he
reduced and the outflow of money from the Treasury checked. or that
any bureau or department of Government should contribute to the mol-
lification of the present situation b{ restraining its enterprises, reduc-
ln;t: 1fsis.alary list, or even withholding itself from Increased and costly
activities. p

It is accepted at Washington. and apparently throughout the country,
that the extravagances of fo-day mark the possible minimum of govern-
mental cost. It is assumed that po bureaun, no department, no exﬁert.
no clerk can be dispensed with, and that the sole solution of the problem
Is the collection of more taxes from the people of this country,

How has the taxfmj‘er fared in a generation of American Natlonal
Government consisting of administrations each of which was elected
pledged to the strictest economy, and in two cases on platforms speclil-
?é“y denﬁunclng the wasteful conduct of their predecessors? few

ures tell,

In 1890 the population of continental United States was 62,047,714,
The expenditures of the tiovernment were $318,040,710. The per capita
cost In that year was $5 plus. 1

In 1000 the population was 75,994.575.

ST 3701 The expenditures were
87,713,791,

The Y“ capita tax was $6.40 plus,

In 1910 the Bupu atlon was 91,972,266, The ordinary expenditures
were $G59,705,301, The g;r capita cost that year was $7.10 minus,

We were told In 1000 that there had been an extraordinary necessity
for greater expenditure consequent on our War with Spaio. The ger
caplta increase over 1590 was about $1.40. In the period between 1000
and 1010 we had no war to add to our burdens and vo foreign compli-
cations by which to account for a heavier tax. Yet the per capita
charge of ordinary expenditures grew between 1900 and 1910 by 70
cents, or one-half the increase the preceding decade, with its war
and the subseguent appearance of the United States as a *“ world

wer,"
po'.l'he resent Congress, elected to office on the solemn assurance that
it wounld reduce expendltum and safeguard the people’'s money, has
shown in its acts a persistent indifference to its pledges that has called
from its sane leaders stinging rebukes on the floor of the House of
Representatives. The Executive, enzrossed with reformatory projects of
a Fnr-reaching nature, has shown no disposition to exercise lis power
in the cause of economy. To-day the members of the majority in the
Congress and the appointed officers of the execntive departments con-
centrate their efforts not on the redemption of their promise of economy,
not to save In a fGpanclal crizis money to the citizens, but in the devis-
ing of new means of extracting money from men tortured by fears of
the business future, bled by extravagant Btate, county, and city ex-




CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

T.—

Avaust 26,

penses, and harassed by the threat of interferences and restralnts that
will kill their enterprises, bafMe initiative, and render labor fruitless.

We commenid {he present attitude of this Government with rea;i:cf to
its domestic affairs to the earnest study of all the eitizens. We belleve
that stndy will amply reward these who findulge in it. We conceive
that somewhere witgin the United States there must exist a politician
capable of recogmizing the straits to which his eountry is reduced and
competent to estimate the dimensions of the publie opportunity offered
to a man of sense, courage, and real patriot

Mr, KIESS of Pennsylvania. The need for a revision of
the printing laws is apparent when we take into consideration
that it has been nearly 20 years since a general revision
of these laws has been made, and conditions have very
materially changed, so much so that it was deemed necessary
to undertcke the framing of new laws to meet the present-
day requirements. 'This work was started in the Sixty-first
Congress, and in the Sixty-second Congress the Committee
on Printing of the House and Senate prepared bills, afrer
careful investigation and hearings had been given to all inter-
ested parties, The Senate passed a printing bill during the
closing days of the Sixty-second Congress, but it reached the
House too late for consideration in that session. While no act
was finnlly passed by the Sixty-second Congress, the data ob-
tained by the committees was of great value in framing the bill
now under discussion. During the present Congress the Com-
mittee on Printing Leld numerous hearings and gave the subject
careful thought, with the result that the bill now under con-
sideration has many new features. The bill as introduced by the
chairman of the committee, Mr. BARNHART, represents the views
of the committee, which was unanimous in reporting the bill to
the House. I might say that a bill almost identical to this
has been introduced and reported in the Senate. Every com-
mission, committee, or expert who has investigated the subject
of public printing and binding in recent years has recommended
that & complete revision of the printing laws must be made by
Congress before the Government Printing Office can be placed
upon a proper business basis. It is therefore apparent that the
necessity for a revision of the printing laws is an established
fact.

In the discussion of this bill the question of the control of
the Government Printing Office by Congress has been raised.
In the first place I desire to call attention to the fact that
under existing laws the control of the Government Printing
Office is vested in Congress and has been since its establish-
ment in 1860, and for many years the head of that office wus
designated as the Congressional Printer, for the reason that the
Government Printing Office was established primarily for the
work of Congress and only incidentally for other branches of
the Government. Congress never relinquished its contro! over
that great office, and I do not belleve the time will ever come
when it will. It is absolutely pecessary that the Government
Printing Office be ever responsive to the needs and requirements
of this great boedy. In 1874 the title of the Congressional
Printer was changed to that of Public Printer, but it does not
appear that this was done with any intention by Congress of
relinquishing its control over the Government Printing Office.
The Joint Committee on Printing was created by a law of
Congress approved August 3, 1846. The joint committee frem
that date to this has consisted of three Members of the Senite
and three embers of the House, who constitute, in fact, a board
of directors for the Government Printing Office. The duties of
this joint committee have been enlarged from time to time by
Congress Some form of supervision over the Government
Printing Office by Congress is essential because of their close
relationship. The committee is of the opinion that the Govern-
ment Printing Office should be entirely under the control of
Congress and believes that such supervigion can best be ex-
ercised through the Joint Committee on Printing. Under ex-
isting law it has considerable anthority, and the pending bill
has been framed with the view of defining that authority.

The matter of Goverment printing is a very important one, as
it involves the expenditure of a large amount of money each
year, and the expenses of the Government for printing is of
necessity increasing annually. Now, if by the enactment of
this bill into law we ean increase the efficiency of the Govern-
ment Printing Office, provide a more economical distribution of
public decuments, and thus reduce the cost of printing and
binding, we will have accomplished a great service. Opposition
to any measure that so radically changes the law as is in force
now and has been in force for the past 20 years may be ex-
pected. At the same time those opposing the measure know
that abuses have arisen under the present law that should be
corrected. We do not claim perfection for the bill as reported.
and it may be that amendments will be proposed by Members
of long service In the House whose experience would aid In
suggesting wherein the bill could be improved and strengthened,
and the commitiee will welcome such amendments, but, on

the other hand, will oppose unfriendly amendments offered for
the purpose of defeating the measure. Legislation, as we know,
is a matter of compromise, and the ideal can not always be
attained; but we believe that the passage of this bill will be a
large step in the right direction. The report accompanying this
bill shows the enormous waste in the printing and distribution
of Government publications. This is one of the most important
features of the bill under discussion, and the committee, after
careful investigation, believes that the proposed bill will save
the Government nearly a million dollars per year. It would,
therefore, seem well worth while to pass this bill and give it
a ftrial, as the present system of distribution of documents
should be improved, and we believe this bill will produce the
desired result if enacted into law. It is not the intention or
purpose to curtail the present publicity, which is vital to good
government, but rather to aid such publicity by providing more
efficient methods and abolishing useless waste and extravagance.

As stated in the report, the bill has been prepared with the
purpose of vesting the necessary control over the Government
Urinting Office in Congress through the Joint Committee on
Printing, while at the same time every effort has been made not
to hamper the Public Printer in any way in the proper manage-
ment of that great establishment. Upon the Public Printer
rests the burden for the successful operation of that plant. The
committee's only purpose is to safeguard the interest that Con-
gress and the people have in the honest and efficient conduct of
that great office.

One of the principal causes for the present waste in public
docuinents is the extravagance in doplicating printed and bound
congressional and departmental publications. Another great
loss is due to the defective method of distribution. The valua-
tion plan for the distribution of public documents to Mem-
bers of Congress, as proposed in the bill. will correct this, in a
large measure, and give to each Member the documents that
will be of most value to his constituents. This valuation plan
is, without doubt, the most important part of the bill and will
likely meet with considerable opposition from those who do not
favor any change from the present method of distribution. Dur-
ing the considerantion of the bill I will have something further
to say regarding this feature of the bill.

Much time has been spent in the preparation of this measure,
and the committee has devoted many months to the most care-
ful consideration of the bill. It bas been repeatedly submitted
to all branches of the Government interested and has received
most favorable commendation from those persons having a knowl-
edge of the defects of the present law and the urgent need for
a radleal reform in the Government's method of printing and
distributing irs publications. The printed hearings, reports, and
other publieations relating to publie printing and binding which
were studied in the preparation of this bill fill more than 2,000
pages. It can not, therefore, be said that the bill has not re-
ceived adequate consideration. This bill, if enacted into law,
will effect great economy in printing and binding without de-
creasing the efficiency of the service. [Applause.]

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I remain-
ing?

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman has 21 minutes.

_Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, two weeks ago last Monday the
House passed as an emergency measure a bill providing for
the registration under the American flag of certain vessels now
fiying the foreign flag. The bill was somewhut delayed in the
Senate, but I believe the conference report was rejected in the
Senate and the House bill agreed to in the Senate one week
ago yesterday. It was stated to the House when it was pre-
sented that it was a matter of very great urgency, and we
pussed it without any consideration by a committee.

1 do not know just when the bill was signed by the President
and became a law, but I assume that it was sent to him at
least one week ago. We have various other emergency matters
that are likely to be presented and urged on the ground that we
must act immediately because of a great emergency. Although
the ship-registry bill was passed by both Houses more than a
week ago, the regulations in accordance with it, to be preseribed
by the President, have not been issned. Tle great emergency
was in Congress. Apparently the departments that deal with
these great emergencies forget the emergency as soon as we
have acted.

We appropriated two and three-guarters million dollars some
weeks ago to bring home American citizens abroad. 1 have
no disposition to criticize, but I wonder why we can not get the
machinery in motion 8o as to actually take care of the people?

On the American ship-registry bill I have this telegram from
the president of the United States Steel Co. That was one of
the companies which we were told had a number of vessels
under a foreign flag that was desired to be registered under
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the American flag in accordance with the terms of this bill
The telegram reads:

Hon., JaMES R. MANN,
House of Representatives, Washington, D, O.:

Our steamer Bantu, loaded for Umgua{ and Argentina, and sieamer
Crofton Ilall, loaded for Chile and I'eru, in New York Harbor read; to
sail. Steamer Kentra ready for grain or cotton, Atlantic coast or Gulf,
Steamer Santa Rosalia, Pu%:;t Sound, ready for wheat. Steamers San
Francisco, Buena Ventura, Ikaria, Jmfual'ry, Matoppo, and several others

available for transportation of American products, and we are p:g

tiently awaiting issuance of proclamation in order to ‘be in an intellige

sition as to whether we can put these steamers under American flag
mmediately and nﬁmtu them competitively with steamers in over-sed
trade under other flags, as our steamers are being held in various ports
at very heavy expense. Would appreciate advices as to about when
information will available to enable us to determine what to do.
Capt. Dollar and other American owners of ships now under foreign
flags are in the same position. The provisions of law prescrlbinrg that
the watch officers of vessels of the United States registered for foreign
trade shall he citizens of the United States should suspended for a
period of at least three years, and the provisions of law requiring sur-
vey, inspection, and measurement by officers of the United States should
also be suspended for the same perisd. Further, until the war-risk
insurance bill has passed the Iouse and becomes cffective we would be
without such Insurance In the event of tramsfer.

JAMES A, FARRELL,
President United States Steel Corporation,

Under the law which was passed by both Houses more than a
week ago the President is aunthorized to make suspensions pro-
posed, and to permit these ships to take out American registry.
Although we acted in the House with, I believe, 40 minutes’ dis-
cussion, these owners of these vessels that are now in port, ready
to sail, held for the regulations that are to be made, are, as they
say,-patiently waiting—I suppose they are watchfully waiting—
until some one in connection with the Department of Commerce,
the Bureau of Navigation, or the administration can find time
out of the great amount of time they have consumed in sending
legislation for us to enact to apply that which we have enacted
and adopt regulations and let these vessels register and do busi-
ness. [Applause.]

I yield the balance of my time to the gentleman from Wyo-
ming [Mr., MoNDELL].,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming is recog-
nized for 15 minutes.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, the bill under consideration
provides for a needed codification of the printing laws, and with
some modifications and aniendments, the wisdom of which have,
I think, been clearly indicated, the bill should pass. It is not
my purpose, however, to discuss the features of this bill, but to
utilize the time which has been allotted to me to point out and
call attention to the effect on the wool and sheep industry of
the agitation for free wool which went on for a number of years
and was consummated in the passage of the Underwood tariff
bill.

The Underwood tariff act of October 3, 1913, placed raw
wool on the free list, beginning December 1, and considerably
reduced the duties on partly manufactured wool and on woolen
goods, beginning January 1 following the passage of the bill
It is a well-understood fact that a majority of the Democratic
membership of the House of Representatives favored a small
duty on wool ; in fact, a bill placing a duty of 15 per cent on raw
wool had passed the House a few months before the passage of
the Underwood bill. It is also well understood that the Demo-
cratic majority was forced to accept free wool by the President,
in which position it was understood the President was strongly
supported by the Secretary of State, Mr. Bryan.

ATTITUDE TOWARD THE WOOL INDUSTRY.

During the discussion of the Underwood tariff bill quite
a number of gentlemen on the Democratic side expressed
their views as to the effect of free wool. The gentleman from
Massachusetts, Mr. Peters, called attention to the fact that
under free wool the American woolen manufacturers would
have an advantage, in that they would be relieved from the ne-
cessity of paying duty on their wool. Democrats from the
manufacturing districts seemed to-base their support of free
wool largely on the theory that free wool would benefit the
manufacturing industries. Democrats from ecity distriets and
large consuming centers based their contention for free wool
on the proposition that free wool would make wool and eloth
cheaper, and thereby benefit the people of the country other
than wool producers.

In none of these speeches made on the Democratic side in
support of free wool was there any contention that the farmers
would secure as much for their wool under free trade in wool
as they would recelve under protection.  Such a contention
would have been ridiculous coming from men who were basing
their support of free wool on the theory that wool must be
cheaper in order that cloth might be cheaper. For instance,
Mr. Dixon, of Indiana, during the course of the debate said:

We intend to reduce the price of woolen goods by taking the tax off
all wool, in order to allow our people to buy woolen goods for winter,

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Apamr] said:

We want to legislate in the interest of the consumer.
the people of the country cheaper woolen clothing.

And so forth. There was no pretense on the part of anyone
supporting free wool that they did not expect free wool to make
wool cheaper than it would be under protection.

NOT " LEGITIMATE " FROM DEMOCRATIC VIEWPOINT.

The proposition was to sacrifice the woolgrower on the altar
of the public good. There was no claim that he would not sell
his wool cheaper under free wool than under protected wool.
In fact, after the Underwood bill had passed the House and
gone to the Senate and was there being discussed, I had a col-
loquy with the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNpErwooD]
relative to the general effect of the bill if it became a law. I
asked him if T had his promise that if any labor or industries
were injured under their tariff legislation the injustice would
be rectified by legislation, to which he replied that if they
found, “after thorough investigation, that an industry, or the
labor employed in it, had been injured, you may rest assured
that this side of the House will rectify any wrong which has
been done.” I then asked him if this promise included the wool
and sugar industries, to which he replied, “ Oh, there are some
propositions that we recognize are not entitled to be classed as
legitimate industries.”

In view of this attitude of the Democratic Party, T was fully
Justified in making the statement that I did in that debate—
that the Democratic Party does not consider the sheep and wool
and woolen industry “entitled to any consideration as fo its
present status or future prospects in the framing of the tariff
Dill.” It is true there were Democratic Members of Congress
from woolgrowing States who were fearful of the effect of free
wool on their political fortunes. If their solicitude had been for
the interest of their sheep growers rather than for their own
political interests, they wonld have been more entitled to con-
sideration at the hands of those engaged in sheep raising and
woolgrowing.

I want to give

REVIEW OF THH SITUATION,

It is, of course, impossible to absolutely demonstrate the ulti-
mate effect of free wool on the wool industry of the United
States from less than a year of trial. Much depends upon the
effect of reduced duties on American wool and woolen manufac-
tures, for if American mills are closed it is immaterial whether
or no there is a duty on wool. Much depends also on the world's
supply of wool, as basie prices are fixed by the law of supply
and demand. While, therefore, I do not expect to give any final
demonstration of the effect of free wool, I do expect to be able
to show that every opinion of the students of protection as to
the injurious effect of free wool and excessive reduction of the
rates of duty on many classes of woolen goods has been veri-
fied, and more particularly to demonstrate that none of the
claims and prophecies made by those who favored free wool, and
heavy cuts in rates on woolen goods, as to benefits to be secured
through these tariff changes have been fulfilled.

In order to intelligently discuss the wool situation it is neces-
sary to go back to 1909, when the Payne tariff bill became a
law. At that time and for a number of years previous the pro-
tective principle seemed securely established and the wool and
woolen industries were reasonably normal. Wool prices for
that year, therefore, represent normal conditions under protec-
tion. The Payne bill became a law August 5, 1909, retaining
the same duties on wool which were carried in the Dingley law.

Very soon after the passage of the Payne tariff bill, howerer,
certain influences hostile to various provisions of the act and to
the Republican administration united in a fierce attack on
Schedule K, the immediate effect of which was to depress the
price of American wool through the fear of tariff changes.
The Democratic victory of 1912, bringing the certainty of tarift
reductions and the probability of free wool, still further de-
pressed wool prices, and when, on May 8, 1913, the Underwood
bill passed the House, with wool on the free list, wool went to
and even below a free-trade basis. In faet, to all intents and
purposes, wool has been on the free list since May 8, 1913.

ADVANCE EFFECT OF TARIFF CHANGES,

The depressing effect of the threat and certainty of free wool,
and reduced rates on woolen goods, on wool prices in advanece
of the actual change of law has been illustrated a number of
times in our history. The threat of free wool under Cleveland
began its depressing effect on wool prices long before the Wilson
bill became a law, and the lowest prices received by American
woolgrowers, compared with foreign prices, during the entire
period of the Wilson bill depression occurred before the bill
became a statute,

History has repeated itself under the Underwood bill, and
with scarcely a variation. Up to this time the lowest prices

paid in the recent past for American wool, as compared with
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foreign prices for similar wool, was after free wool was as-
sured by the passage of the Underwood bill in the House, but
before it actually became a law.

It is this fact, coupled with an advance in the world's price
of wool in the past year, that gives a few of our Democratic
friends the excuse for their noisy assertion that wool has been
advanced in price since the passage of the Underwood bill
During the discussion on March 30, 1912, of the Democratic
bill of 1912, revising Schedule K, I called attention to the de-
pressing effect of agitation for and threat of free wool in ad-
vance of change of tariff rates, as follows:

The wool business is the most peculiar in the world. It is a business
with regard to which it is possible In times of tariff tation and un-
cortainty to press the price of the domestic clip down almost to a free-
trade basis, and I have known of clips—not many, but some—bein
sold in my country tbat did not, in my opinion, bring more than 2 or
vents above a free-trade basis,

Mr. LoxgworTil. Is not one of the reasons the fact that the rate of
interest ls so high that very often the sheep raiser can not afford to
liold his clip for a favorable market, but must sell it?

Mr, MoxpeLL, The gentleman understands the sitvation thoroughly.
The rate of interest is high., The sheep business is oftentimes carried
on to a considerable extent on ecredit. The buyer refuses to buy In
times of agitation, but stands ready to pick up a eclip that must be
sold at a sacrifice, and under those conditions able to secure them
at times at but little above a free-trade basis.

Cnfortunately that low rate is never reflected in the price which
the uitimate consumer pays. If It was, the people, as a whole, would
benefit by our losses; but I doubt If the American people, as a whole,
have benéfited by the failure of the western woolgrower, the merino-
wool grower, to receive the full amount he was expected to receive
from the rate carried in our tariff laws,

do not mean to say that our protection has always or generally
been that low, In my opinion we had been receiving on an average
and when there was not too much agitation an actual protection, of
between 7 and 8 cents on the grease pound. I'erhaps that is a rather
high estimate.

Alr. GrEex of Jowa. WIII the gentleman yield?

Mr. MoxpeLL, Certainly.

Mr. GeEex of lowa. The price is quite low now, Is It not?

Alr, MoxpeLL, The price is quite low ; not as low as It ls sometimes
and not as high as it ought to be in order to give us anything like the
Venefit of the present tariff. Our flock masters are offered, 1 am told,
between 16 and 17 cents for the average fleece at this time. Anyocne
who knows about foreigm prices knmows that it is not high enougn to
Em'er the foreign cost of the same wool, adding the full amount of our

oty.

When there is a threat of lower tariff rates on wool, buyers
decline to buy except for immediate needs unless they can buy
at a price which will not involve a loss if a lower rate goes into
effect before the wool is disposed of. When free wool and low
rates on woolens became certain early in 1913, many American
mills closed down or curtailed operations and refused to buy
wool except at a price that wounld save them from loss if free
wool and low duties on ecloth and clothing went into effect
before the goods made from the wool so purchased were dis-
posed of. This natural attitude of buyers who bought to sell
again, and of manufacturers who bought to make into cloth,
sent the price of wool down fo and, in some cases, below a free-
trade basis, even before the free-trade law was in effect.

I was asked on the floor of the House some time ago if wool
prices were not somewhat higher this year than last, and
having in mind my own section of the country, that from which
the so-called territorial wools come, I said that prices were
somewhut higher. This statement has been seized upon by
some Demeocratic brethren from woolgrowing districts as a
finnl and conclusive admission of the wisdom of Democratie
tariff policies. 1t is significant that no Democrat from a
nonmanufacturing or other nonsheep-raising district echoed this
sentiment, and even Democrats from sheep-raising districts who
have uny sense of logic, refrained from attempting to excnse their
action in voting for free wool, on the proclaimed theory that
it wonld make wool and clothing cheaper, by the elaim that
gince the time they voted for cheap wool it had grown dearer.
1t takes a rash Demoerat, with a low estimate of the intelli-
gence of his people, to attempt to fool them with that sort of
political sleight-of-hand performance.

The fact is the clip of 1913 was to all intents and purposes
sold under free wool just as much as the.clip of 1914 was; and
sold, according to Department of Agriculture figures, on the
average at about the same price.

Mr. BOWDLE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MONDELL. In just a mouwlent. Having gone into the
matter carefully I have discovered that the condition of higher
prices this year than last was a condition largely local to the
western country, for the official figures of the Agricultural De-
partment and of the American Wool Manufacturers’ Association
show that the average price of wool this year and last the
country over was approximately the same. Now I will yield
1o the gentleman.

Mr. BOWDLE. Does the gentleman mean to tell this House
thutl:ree trade in wool is intended to guarantee a low price in
wool? .

Mr. MONDELL. Do I mean to tell the House free trade in
wool is intended to guarantee a low price of wool—I do not know
Jjust what the gentlemen who voted for free wool intended to
guarantee; if they made any kind of a guaranty, they would
be greatly troubled just now to make their guaranty good.

Mr. BOWDLE. 1Is not the gentleman claiming that the
Democratic Party has defaulted on that guaranty?

Mr. MONDELL. 1 should say it has defaulted just as it has
on all other guaranties on their tariff bill.

Mr. BOWDLE. Then it is the gentleman’s claim free trade
is intended to guarantee a low price in wool, is that right?

Mr. MONDELL. Free trade in wool is advocated by certain
people on the theory that it helps the manufacturer. Those
are the gentlemen who come from manufacturing districts like
the gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. Peters. Without re-
gard to what the effect is on anybody else it is, I believe, the
claim of such gentlemen it does help the manufacturer. If we
are to have free wool and a_high duty on woolen goods, I guess
gentlemen are correct in saying that would help the mann-
facturer. Other gentlemen want free wool on the theory that it
will make clothing cheaper for every one, without regard to the
interest of the woolgrower. A lot of Members voted for free
wool because the Democratic caucus bound them to. Our con-
tention is that free wool destroys or hampers seriously and
reduces the volume of one of the most important industries
under the flag, an industry without which po civilized people
can live and prosper, and that in so doing it does not make
clothing any cheaper and therefore does not help the people
generally. [Applause on the Republican side.] And the figures
which I propose to give in econnection with this brief outline
demonstrate those facts, it scems to me, beyond peradventure,

Mr. HELVERING. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MONDELL. I will.

Mr, HELVERING. The gentleman says it hampers.and de-
stroys the particular industry to which he has referred. Does
the gentleman have reference in stating that to those gentle-
men who went out of the sheep business in his conntry on his
advocacy of the low price of wool after the Underwood tariff
went into effect?

Mr. MONDELL. T never advocated a low price for wool. I
never advocated and never desired cheaper agricultural prod-
uets of any kind than the man who produces them can afford
to receive and get a fair income. People have continued in the
sheep business In my country in the face of these discouraging
conditions to a greater extent than in other parts of the Union,
but they have suffered severely.

Mr. DOUGHTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, MONDELL. I yield.

Mr. DOUGHTON. But suppose the price of wool had gone
down, as the gentleman from Wyoming confidently expected it
woun!d do, would not the price of the manufactured article—
that is, the articles manufactured from wool—have gone down?

AMr, MONDELL. I did not confidently expect wool wonld go
below the prices of last year, unless the prices of wool went
down the world over, which it did not, but went up. I do not
think the prices of clothing would have gone down, even thougzh
the price of wool did. The price of wool this year and last,
the kind of wool we grow out in my country, was 5 cents a
pound less than it was in 1009, a normal year of protection,
and yet you can not get anything in the shape of a woola
garment cheaper than you could in 1509, which proves that
while there has been a crippling reduction owing to tariff agi-
tation it has not reduced the price of woolen goods.

Mr. DOUGHTON. Will the gentleman please tell us what
section of the United States has suffered so severely from the
result of the Underwood tariff law In the sheep and wool
Industry? The gentleman says his section has not, but certain
sections have, Please tell us where they are.

Mr. MONDELL. I did not say my section has not. The inter-
mountain region has suffered by reason of this agitation for
free wool, and its consnmmation in the prices that its wool clip
brought this year as compared.with a normal year under pro-
tection certainly not less than $6.000.000,

Mr. DOUGHTON. Will the gentleman yield further? If it
has suffered as a result of the increase is it likely to continue
to suffer?

Mr. MONDELL. There has not been an increase since the
agitation for free wool began. There has been a steady de-
crease below the prices of former protective years. Now, if
gentlemen will allow me, I will proceed with my discussion.

KORMAL PROTECTION VERSUB THREATENED AND ACTUAL FREE TRADE,

In view of the effect of tariff agitation on wool prices, I
propose to go back to the normal protective year of 1000 and
some years before for a comparison with prices under the threat
of free trade and its practical accomplishment in May, 1013,
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and its consummation in December. The fignres which T shall
quote in the discussion of this matter I shall take from Farm-
ers’ Bulletin 575 of the Department of Agriculture or from
equally trustworthy sources, and I shall print at the close of
my remarks tables containing the fizures to which I shall refer
and indicating the source from which obtained. The average
wholesale price of * Ohio fine"” unwashed wool in the Bostoa
market for the five years 1905 to 1909. inclusive, and for the year
1609 was 254 cents. as given by the Farmers' Bulletin to which
I have referred. The same aunthority gives the average price
of thie same wool for the following years as follows: 1010, 24
cenis; 1911, 20 cents; 1912. 23 cents. The first four months of
1013 the wholesale price of this wool in Boston was about 24
cenis, but with the passage through the House of Representa-
tives of the Underwood bill the price dropped to 21 and then to
20 cents, and continued between those figures to the end of
1013. In February of 1914 there was a slight rise in the Boston
price of this wool, and from that time on until the end of May it
maintained a price of about 22 cents, running as high at one
time as 23 cents,

From a study of these official figures it will be seen that the
Boston prices of * Ohio fine " wool averaged much higher under
protection than it has since the passage by the House of Rep-
resentatives of the Underwood tariff bill. In 1909 and before,
when prices were normal anc not depressed by tariff agitation,
the price averaged at least 3% cents higher per pound than
gince free wool was decreed.

The table from the bulletin to which T have referred does not
give quotations of territorial wools—that is, merino and eross-
bred wools from the Rocky Mountain and range States—and
therefore I take my figures in regard to that class of wool from
tables furnished me by the National Association of Wool Manu-
facturers. whose figures are the most reliable to be obtained
anywhere and universally accepted as being trustworthy. Fiom
these tables I find that the average price of Territorial staple,
fine. and fine medium nnwashed wool on the Boston market for
1000 was 20 cents per pound; for 1910, approximately 24 cents
a pound; for 1011, 22 cents a pound; for 1012, 23% cents a
pound ; for 1913, 21 cents a pound; and for 1914 up to June 30,
21 cents a pound.

From a reading of these figures it is very clear that the
Boston price of territorial wools was considerably higher under
normal conditions of protection than it has been under the
Underwood bill, being 5 cents a pound higher in 1909 than in
1014, The agitation against the wool schedule in 1910. which is
well remembered, brought the wholesale price of these wools
down 2 cents n pound, and still they averaged 4 cents a pound
higher than this year. The continued agitation of 1011 reduced
the price somewhat lower, but still a cent higher than th's year;
and in 1912 the average price was 2} cents higher than this
year. When, however, in May, 1913, it became certain that we
were to have free wool, the price dropped from 24 cents to 22
cents and on down to 194 cents, or an avernge of 21 cents—the
same, according to these tables, as the average price up to the
last of June of this year.

These tables would seem to indicate that my affirmative an-
swer on the floor of the House to the inguiry as to whether the
price of wool had advanced was not entirely correct, though it
pleased the Democrats, who, having voted for cheap wool, are
now taking consolation out of the claim that wool is higher. My
statement was based on my knowledge of the selling prices of
wool in my State of Wyoming and was correct as o the situation
there. It will be noted by a reference to the table that the
average price of 21 cents for 1913 does not properly measure the
price at which the bulk of the clip was sold by the producer. as
the wholesale price had dropped to 21 cents in April, and then
fell immedintely to 20 cents and then to 19} cents, and the
grower of territorial wools did, on the average, get a somewhat
higher price this year than last; his clip, however, was gen-
erally lighter.

I have given figures based on the Boston price rather than the
lacal price of wools, because, as everyone knows who is at all
familiar with the wool market. it is impossible to strike a fair
average among the wide ranges of prices paid locally, as that
price depends on the distance of the clip from the market. the
character of the elip, and many other couditions. The Boston
price, while it is always somewhnt above the local price, bears
the same relation to the local price at all times. so that, while it
does not reflect every local rise and fall and variation, it affords
the only index of the rise and fall of the commodity as a whole.
1 have, however, made careful inquiries as to the prices re-
ceived by the growers for five large representative Wyoming
wool clips for the years 1000 to 1914, inclusive, and I find that
the prices paid for these clips for the years in guestion averaged
as follows: 1909, 204 cents; 1910, 19} cents; 1911, 18} cents;

1012, 17§ cents; 1913, 13} cents; 1014, 17§ cents a pound. These
figures, it will be seen, reflect the changes of the Boston marlket,
WHAT THESBE FIGURES SHOW,

I propose to discuss briefly what these figures indicate as to
the Toss to the Ameriean woolgrower on account of the agitation
for and the tinal placing of wool on the free list. The markets
of the world present no conditions which have warranted Amer-
fean wool being lower at any time sinee than it averaged in 1900,
There is no reason other than tariff agitation and change why
he should not have received as much or more than he received
that year, for the foreign price has frequently been hizher., The
only reason or cause for the lower prices since 1909 has been
the agitation for and the final passage of a free-wool bill. Free
trade in wool actually went into effect in May, 1913, when the
Underwood bill passed the House, so far as prices were con-
cerned.

On the basis of the difference in the average prices of ** Ohio
fine,” unwashed, in Boston, in 1909 and 1914, the shrinkage in
value of a 328.000,000-pound elip, which was the clip for 1909,
is approximately £13,000,000, but that does not represent the
total loss to the wool industry of the country by reason of the
constant Democratic agitation for free trade in wool. for that
agitation so discoursged the farmers and Hockmasters of the
country that they reduced their flocks to such an extent thaf
the wool elip of 1914 was but 270.000,000 pounds, or more than
655,000,000 pounds less than the clip of 180). Assuming as low
an average price as 21 cents a pound wholesale, this represents
a loss of approximately $12,000.000 in the value of the wool ¢lip
as between the years referred to, or a total loss to the wool in-
dustry in 1914, as compared with 1900, of $25,000.000. If we
make this comparison on territorial wools, both as to the wool
actually produced in 1014 and as to the shortage between 1909
and 1914, we will have a figure of loss several million dollars
greater,

The wools classed as *“Ohio fine” and “mediom,” and
produced in the territory of which Ohio is the center, constitute
about 25 per cent of the wool product of the United States;
therefore the loss to this section of the country in its wool in-
dustry in one season of free trade, as compured with an aver-
age year under protection, has been anbout six and a half mil-
lion dollars, on the basis of a clip egnal to that of 1909, or a
loss of upwards of $3.000.000 on the wool actually sold this
vear. The Territorial wools, so called. produced in the Rocky
Mountain and Plains country, comprise approximately half of
the wool product of the country. The loss to the wool industry
of that region in this year of free trade, us compared with 1908,
an average year of protection, has been approximutely $12.-
000000, if figured on the basis of the 1009 clip, or more than
$6.000,000 on the basis of the clip actually shorn.

Buf these comparisons only take into consideration the pres-
ert year of free trade, as compared with a normal year under
protection. If we carry our comparisons furtber and apply
them to the year 1913, when the passage through the House of
the Underwool bill in the month of May, carrying a free-wool
provision. put us on a free-wool basis and sent the price of
“QOhio fine” and Territorial wools to below 20 cents on the
Boston market, and correspondingly lower on the farms and
ranges, we will discover a loss even greater than that of 1014,
for, while the clip was a trifle heavier, the average price was
as low, and particularly in the territorial region considerably
lower, than in 1914.

LOSS, 1008 TO 1914,

In order, however, to ia any wise adequately measure the
loss to the sheep growers of the country and the country at
large by reason of the Demoecratic agitation for free wool, and
its final consnmmation in the Underwood bill, we must consider
the steady and progressive reduction in the clip and in prices
for the entire period from the normal proteetion year of 1900
to the time when the evils of free trade were fully consum-
mated by the Underwood bill. The total loss in the reduetion
of the wool clip of the country in the period from 1909 to 1914,
as compared with the clip for 1909, amounts to more than
130.0600.000 pounds, which at 1909 prices would have brought
about $30.000.000 in Boston; at this year’s prices about
$73.000,000. This enormous loss not only fell on the woolgrower
in the reduction of the amount of his income, but it was a loss
to the entire country, because of the fact that we were com-
pelled to pay foreigners $25,000,000 to $30,000,000 which other-
wise would have remained iu our own eountry and among our
own people scattered over the woolgrowing States. If, now,
we figure the actual loss to the wool industry, based on the
reduced prices received during this period of agitation for free
trade and of actual free trade, as compared with the normal
protection year of 1909, we find an average loss of 3} cenis a
pound at a most conservative estimate, which, on the total of
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1.500,000 000 pounds produced and sold since 1909, amounts to
over $64.000.000.

As these figures are necessarily based on the Boston rather
than the loecal prices, it may be claimed that the totals are
higher than the actual loss to the grower, but that contention
is not sound as to the difference in prices from year to year,
for, as I have already stated, while the Boston price is always
higher than the average local price it bears the same relation
fo the local price approximately at all times. It can therefore
be stated couservatively that the actual loss to the woolgrowers
of the country-on wool alone, owing to free-trade agitation and
free trade in fact since 1909, has been in reduced product
$25 000,000 and in reduction in returns for product actually sold

These figures, staggering as they are, do not take into con-
sideration any loss to the wool and sheep industry except the
loss on wool alone. The loss in numbers and price of sheep has
been very great, and when we take into consideration the ad-
vancing cost of meat, the loss in sheep is even a greater menace
and calamity. if possible, than the loss of wool. In 1909 we
had over 42000.000 sheep other than lambs; in 1914 approxi-
mately 34.000.000, a loss of over 8,000,000, or about 20 per cent;
thus one of our important sources of meat supply dwindles in
face of the hostile attitude of the Democratic Party, and thus
the Democratic Party aids in advaneing the cost of living while
claiming to be laboring for its reduction.

THE PRESENT AND THE FUTURE.

Serious and significant as these figures are, they do not begin
to measure the greater losses which a continunation of free trade
in wool are certain to bring. 'The wool free traders are them-
selves apparently greatly surprised that wool did not go lower
than it did this year compared with last year's prices. They
had failed to take into consideration the fact that the 1913
clip was also sold under conditions of practical free trade. The
Demoerats in the woolgrowing regions, underestimating the in-
telligence of the people, are comparing the prices of these two
years in their attempt to excuse free wool on the ground that
it does not do any harm. That sort of sophistry will not fool
anyone, for even the people who are hot interested in the grow-
ing of wool will say that there is no reason why the Govern-
ment should lose $20,000,000 in revenue in seven months if no
one is going to be benefited through lower prices. Democrats
from nonwoolgrowing districts who promised cheaper wool and
cheaper clothing through free wool are explaining to their con-
stituents that free wool did not make wool cheaper in 1914. be-
cause conditions were unusual and abnormal. They tell them
that if they will only wait another year the promise of cheaper
wool for the manufacturer will come true. This is a Demo-
cratic contention which is sound, and which will probably be
verified. Conditions this year have been unusual and abnormal :
First, because we are comparing wool prices with the prices
of last yeur under virtual free trade; and, second, because the
manufacturing conditions have affected the domestic wool mar-
ket in an unusunal way.

I have already explained the conditions under which the wool
clip of 1913 was sold. Free trade had been decreed by the
Democratie eaucus and clinched by the passage of the Under-
wood bill May 8. The manufacturers knew that the goods they
made from the wool then bought would not be sold until free
trade In wool was a fact and lower rates on woolen goods pro-
vided. They therefore bought on a free-trade basis or not at
all. American wools thus purchased were, of course, cheaper
than foreign wools of the same grades could be laid down duty
paid, and this fact led the manufacturers to make up their
samples for the fall and winter of 1913 and the spring and sum-
mer of 1914 very largely from American wool. When in the
spring of this year the manufacturers who had been buying
from hand to mouth came to purchase the 1914 clip to make up
goods to fill their orders they naturally competed sharply with
each other, Their samples having been made largely of Ameri-
cin wools, they could not, to a very large extent, substitute
foreign wools, and out of this competition, brought about by
these unusual conditions, prices this spring and early summer,
particularly of fine wool, were maintained several cents a pound
higher than they would ordinarily be under free trade in wool.

This brings ns right back to the basie principle of the mat-
ter. Free trade in wool under normal conditions does and will
make wool cheaper than under protection; that has always
been the Democratic contention as well as the Republican con-
tention. 1If it does not, what reason ean be found anywhere
or given by anyone outside of an Insane asylum for the loss
to the Government of millions of revenue? The only difference
between the Democratic and the Republican contentions have
been with regard to the final cost to those who use woolen
goods. We have contended that a reasonable protection on

wool does help the woolgrower, without injuring the user of
woolen goods. In a speech which I made in the House of Rep-
resentatives March30,1012,1 expressed the opinion, after careful
study of market quotations for years, that the duty which has
heretofore been carried on wool gave the domestic woolgrower
from 5 to 7 cents a pound more for his wool than he would get
under free trade, assuming normal conditions. Inother words, our
wool has under normal conditions of protection been about that
much higher than approximately the same class of foreign wool.
No one with any reasonable claim to ordinary horse sense will
assert that under normal free-{rade conditions American wool
Inid down in Boston will be worth any more than the same
grade of foreign wool. If in the future forelgn wool shall be
high, American wool, even under free trade, will bring a fair
price; but if foreign wool is low, American wool will be cor-
respondingly low. On the basis of the present condition of the
world’s wool trade and markets the Wyoming elips which I
have heretofore referred to as bringing an average of 17}
cents a pound this year would have, under normal conditions
of protection, brought from 23 to 25 cents a pound; so that the
actual loss this year on the wool clip of the State, based on
the difference between the prices received and those our flock-
masters would have had under normal protective conditions is
certainly not less than two and one-half million dollars, And
yet Democratic editors and Democratie politicians wonder why
those directly and indirectly interested in this great industry
do not like the policies of the Democratic Party. Every year
of free wool will cause as great a loss as compared with normal
conditions nnder protection.

IF I WERE A FREE TRADER.

If T were a believer in free trade in wool; if I placed the
wool indusiry in the catagory of industries that were not legiti-
mate, as Mr. Unperwoop did in response to my inquiry; if I
considered sheep and wool growers “ mendicants” and * suppli-
cants for Government favors,” as some gentlemen on the Demo-
cratic side have called them; if I believed, as the wool free
traders claim to, that cheap wool necessarily meant cheap
clothes, and therefore the woolgrower should, in the interest of
all the people, be left without protection to his industry—if I
held these views I believe I would try to have the courage of
my convictions and say that we must have free trade in wool
whatever the effect on the industry. A few gentlemen on the
Democratic side have the courage to do this, but they are very
few, for those who feel that way realize that if one advocates
action which is Intended to reduce the value of the produncts
of a large number of the American people on the theory that it
serves the best interest of a larger number of people one is in
all fairness bound to prove that the action proposed or taken
will or does actually produce benefits that fully compensate
for the losses it entails.

- Having demonstrated the great losses to those engaged in the
wool and sheep industry through the threat and the fact of
free trade in wool, the loss to the body of our eitizenship by
reason of the decline of a great industry, the necessity for
sending abroad for what we should produce at home, the re-
duction of the natural food supply, I now call upon those who
favor the policies which .produce these results to show how
and where, directly or indirectly, anyone has been benefited by
the hostile attitude of the Democratic Party to the wool indus-
try and the losses that have come to the industry thereby.

The fact is there have beem no bpenefits in our country
through free wool, and if free wool and agitation for it had
done no harm it would not be justified, for it has done no good to
the people at large, and it is wicked to even put a great industry
in jeopardy when the people generally are not helped thereby.

FREE WOOL, TAXED GOAT HAIR,

Before I proceed to demonstrate that the people generally
have not been helped by free wool, but large numbers of them
besides the woolgrowers injured, I desire for a moment to call
attention to the striking difference in the attitude of the Demo-
eratiec Party toward sheep and wool and some other industries.
This Democratic Congress does not all come from the South.
Quite a sprinkling of its Members comé from free-trade distriets
in great importing cities like New York, districts composed very
largely of people who are handlers and consumers and not pro-
ducers of articles. But the southern contingent has the im-
portant places on committees; they are a majority of the
Democratic majority and they control in all things. Wool is
not produced in the South to any considerable extent. Goats
are raised in Texas. Wool is on the free list; goat hair is
protected. The South has no interest in wool, but the South
grows rice, and rice is heavily protected, though it really needs
no protection, and wool, which does neet protection, is on the
free list.
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WOOL VERSCS COTTON.

The South grows cotton. It is one of our greatest produnets
for export and consumption. It is entitled to every reasonable
consideration, and always received it from the Repnblican
Party. But while the Demoeratic Party as now controlled in
Congress has outlawed wool they find it hard to do enough for
iheir great staple. Hundreds of thousands of dollars of the
people’s money is spent each year to check the ravages of the
boll weevil. Legislation is secured for expensive reguiation of
grades and samples of cotton and for the regulation of dealing
in cotton. Vast sums are spent for cotton seed to be distributed
by southern Congressmen. Now it is proposed to issue Govern-
ment notes agninst cotton in warehouses in order to enable the
eotton producer to hold his product indefinitely, in the hope of
getting a higher price for it from the consumer. If there ever
was a more striking example of prejudice on the one hand and
favoritism on the other than this, I do not recall it.

A wool prodacer is a * mendicant ' if he wants fair treatment;
a cotton grower is a coddled favorite, A woolgrower is not en-
titled to any consideration, they say, and his produet must be
cheapened ; but a cotton grower has every encouragement in
getting the highest possible price for his product. The cotton-
growing industry and region gets all sorts of favors from a
Demoeratic Congress, It required almost superhuman efort
to get an appropriation of $10,000 for the importation of some
sheep from Australin which. it is hoped, will aid a little in the
struggle to keep the Industry alive under free trade.

WHO HAS BENEFITED?

I torn now to the consideration of the guestion of who has
benefited by the agitation for and the consummation of free
trade in wool. Have the people been getting cheaper woolen
cloth, clothing, and goods by reason of free wool? That in-
quiry would seem to be foreclosed by the claim of Democrars
from wool-producing districts that wool has advanced in price
since it went on the free list. If that is so, and so far as it is
so0, it, of course, precludes the possibility of cheaper clothing.
In fact, if wool has gone up under free trade, as some claim—
and we Invoked free trade to make wool and clothing cheaper—
what have we accomplished ?

Under normal conditions weol is bound to be cheaper, compared
with foreign wool. under free trade than under protection. He
who advocates free trade in wool and still insists that wool
prices will not be reduced as compared with foreign prices
simply makes himself ridiculous, for if free trade does not
cheapen to the consumer why have free trade and lose the
revenue? If it does cheapen to the consumer, of conrse the
prodncer loses. The trouble with the Democratic editors and
politicians In woolgrowing sections is that they want to stand
in with and defend their party, which is for free trade, in order
to get cheap wool and at the same time with the woolgrower,
who does not want cheap wool.

I have taken the trouble to make some careful inquiries. 1
have even attended some * bargain™ sales to learn if the aver-
age of prices of woolen goods have been lowered. I find, a3
everyone e:se has found, thut they have not, but that people are
paying substantially the same prices for woolen goods that they
paid before the passige of the Underwood bill. In fact. I
find the prices of some faney woolen goods have advanced, and
I have been told of cases in which foreign woolen goods, which
have been imported in large quintities at the reduced rate of
duty fixed by the Underwood bill, have, by reason of their being
attractive to the trade, been sold at considerably higher prices
than similar values bought a year ago or than American goods
of higher manufacturing cost are bringing now.

NO REDUCTION IN LIVING COST,

There has been no reduction in the cost of living, so far as
woolen goods are concerned, under the Underwood bill, as there
has not been in other lines. Sugar is higher, boots and shoes
are higher, leather and harness ave higher; automobile tires
and golf balls are the only articles that went down, and now
automobile tires have gone np again higher than ever. 1 do
not use golf balls, so I do not know about them. If there is
to be any reduction in the cost of woolen goods by reason of
free trade in wool, it shonld have come long since, for the
threat of free trade in wool sent domestic wool last year—that
is, the season of 1913—to a free-trade basis and below, as I
have heretofore stated. That being the case the Amerlican
woolen goods of last winter, as well as of this summer, so
. far as they were made of domestic wool, were made out of
wooel bought as cheaply or more cheaply than the same wools
are selling for now. Therefore our free-trade friends can not
reasonably eclaim that cheaper goods are coming luter as a

result of their tariff legislation. “Their cheap goods are already
long overdue,

THE EFFECT ON LABOR.

How about the effect on labor of free wool and its accompany-
ing lower rates on woolen goods? These lower woolen rates
were, with free wool. to make goods cheaper; they have not
done so. How has the change affected Inbor? The wage rates
on farms and ranches, so far as they have been affected at all,
have been lowered. In fact. no one has heard of any wage rate
anywhere that has been inereased by the Underwood tariff bill

In the woolen mills and factories labor has been having a
hard time to secure steady employment. A considernble portion
of the woolen machinery of the country is idle, and unless the
European war shall greatly change the situntion muny more
mills will be idle, owing to the continually increased food of
imports. Already the increased importation of woolen goods
represents a loss of employment to labor of not less than four
or five million dollars.

LOSS OF REVENUE,

The Democratic leaders are searching about for some means
of secnring additional revenue, they say, to make up for the
lack of importations due to the European war; in fict, to bead
off a deficit which has been long foreseen and which [ projphesied
on this floor several months ago would have to be provided for,
This situation in which the party in power finds itself em-
phasizes the amount of revenue the Government has lost by
reason of the placing of wool on the free list. Wool went to
the free list on December 1, and up to July 1, on a total importa-
tion of 207.827,282 pounds of wool, we have lost a revenue of
$19,405,901.67, which would have been collected under the Payne
bilL. Here is an importation of wool in seven months in an
amount nearly equal to three-quarters of our domestic elip dis-
placing home-grown wool and bringing no revenue to the Gov-
ernment when it is so badly in need of it.

WESTERN WOOL FREE, EASTERN MANUFACTURERS PROTECTED.

Democratic editors and politicians in woolgrowing States, not
having the courage to denounce the action of their pa rty us now
controlled in sacrificing a great industry in their region, would
have us think that free trade is a good thing for wool and in
line with the general party policy. If free trade in the products
of woolgrowing regions is good policy, why is it not good policy
in manufacturing sections? The Republican tariff rate on class 1
and class 2 wool amounted on an ad valorem basis to about 34
per cent. The Underwood bill placed wool on the free list, but
placed duties averaging 35 per cent on woolen goods and as
high as 50 per cent on some. Manufacturing industries need
protection, but how can Democrats in woolgrowing Stutes de-

- fend high tariff rates on the products of the eastern manufac-

turer while approving free trade for the products of their own
people? Nothing but thick-and-thin partisanship, which places
party success above the prosperity and happiness of oui own
neighbors, ean approve such an attitude,

THE EFFECT IX BRIEF,

The Democratie Party, while adhering to a haphazard, hit-or-
miss, and wholly illogical protective policy In spots and places
and in regurd to certain favored products and sections, hus de-
clared war on the wool industry and placed all its products on
the free list.

The result of this Democratie free-wool agitation since 1909
and its actual consummation in 1913 has been—

To reduce the number of sheep in the United States more
than 8,000,000—a value of over $32,000,000;

To reduce the wool clip of the United States more than 130,-
000,000 pounds, or over $30,000.000;

To reduce the income of growers of “ Ohio” wool more than
$6,000,000 on the 1914 free-trade clip and prices as compared
with the 1909 protection clip and prices;

To reduce the income of Territorial woolgrowers more than
$12,000,000 on the 1914 elip and prices under free trade as
compared with the 1909 clip and prices under protection;

To reduce the income of the wool producers of the country
during this period of agitation and consummation of free trade
at least $85,000.000;

To reduce the income of the Nation on loss of revennes on
imported wool in seven months nearly $20.000,000; and

To deprive textile workers of at least $5.000.000 of wages on
account of increased importations of woolen goods,

Does anyone know of any good which has been accomplished
by or through these losses? I will yield to any Democrat who
knows of anyone on onr side of the Atlantic who has been
benefited. I know of no such. I counld, however, fill the Cox-
GRESSIONAL REcorp with accounts—all before the present wur—
of foreign mills and factories running overtime to supply goods
for the American market, while 80 to 25 per cent of our wool
manufacturing machinery stands idle. How long will the
American people tolerate a policy which prodnees such resnlis?
Not for long, in my opinion. [Applause on the Republican side.]



14296

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

Avaust 26, |

The following are the tables referred to in the early part
of my remarks:
WOOL PRICES.
[National Association of Wool Manufacturers.).
Territorial staple, fine and fine medium, unicashed,

1900, Cents.
January--- 23
Febhruary 23. 5
March 23.7
April 24
May. A 24.5
June . 24
e ) b e N 27
August 28
Heptember—- - 28
October._ - 28
November 28
December 27.6
1910.
January 27
February-- 26. 8
March i Ak 26
April 25
May.___ PRSI
June_
July_._
August__
September
October__
November 23
December. L 23
1911,
January-__ 24
February-- 22
March__ e 20.5
April- 10.5
ay % 19
June. TR |
July-2. A 19.5
Augnst. 20
September 23
October__ 22. 8
November 23
December 23
1912,
Jannary 23
February-_ 23
March 23
April___ 23
AMay e B
June 23
July__. 235
Aungust. 25
September = 25
October 25
November. 24.5
December_______ R 24,5
1913,
January.. 24, 5+
February - 24
Alarch = 22
April 21
May. - 21
June____ 20
qulye. =L ) it 20
August 20
September, 20
October e 20
November . 20
December. - N > 19.5
1814,
January-. 19.5
February__ 20.5
March 21
April___ 21.5
L1 (| § p R R e S B R £ 129
June_. 22.2
WOOL PRICES.
[Farmers’ Bulletin 675, Department of Agriculture.]
4 Ohio fine, unwashed.
Year. Low. High
2 30
24 25
25 28
19 2
a3 28
20 28
18 2
21 35
24 24
24 24
p<} 24
21 23}
20 21
20 21
20 21
20 21
Leptember. 20 21
Octaber. . 20 21
Novembe 20 21
December. . 20 2
20 21}
213 2
2.1 A
o o
22 2]

Imports of unmanufactured wcool into the United States by classes and
months during the 7 months’ pericd ending June 80, 191, .

Class 1. Class 2, Class 3.
Month,

Pounds. | Dollars. | Pounds. | Dollars. | Pounds. | Dollars.
6,004,047 | 1,415,122 | 2,096,842 | 528,100 13,297,838 | 2,345,173
14,205,750 | 3,279,762 | 2,104,937 | 500,738 | 9,510,315 l:sg:am

.| 18,413,057 | 4,400,042 | 2,741,720 | 601,705 | 0,643,028 | 1,687,954
J872; 253, 2,508,018 | 616,845 12,033,100 | 2,035,013
,025,230 | 6,581,509 | 1,673,958 | 445,800 [10,3%2,074 | 1,799,657
16,580,562 | 4,353,457 | 2,137,433 | 578,975 (11,378,152 | 1,857,502
14,031,885 | 3,639,394 | 2,007,708 | 488,411 | 8,221,888 | 1,334,590
parts 118,033,007 (28,022,605 (15,268,700 (3,857,123 |74,535, 486 (12, 744, 707

Total imports, 207,837,282 pounds impofted free. If duty had
been paid at Payne bill rates, it would have amounted as follows :

WOOL CLIP OF THE UNITED STATES.

Figures of Department of Agriculture for 1009, 1010, 1911,
and 1912, and National Association of Wool Manufacturers for
1913 and 1914;

1009 328, 110, 740
1910 821, 362, 750
1911 318, 647, 900
1912 304, 043, 400

013 206, 175, 200

1
1914 (estimated)

270, 000, 00D
SHEEP IN THE UNITED STATES.

Figures of Department of Agriculture: -
43, 203, 205

1009

1910 41, 099, 500
1011 30, 761, 000
1012 38, 481, 000
1913 36, 319, 000
1014 (estimated) 34. GO0, DDD
Loss since 1909 , 203, 205

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the Clerk begin
the reading of the bill.
The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That there chall be a Joint Committee on I'rint-
Ing, consisting of three members of the Committee on Printing of the

 Senate and three members of the Committee on Printing of the Housc

of Representatives, to be designated b
the Senate and by the Committee on
sentatives, respectively.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. We are now commencing to read the bill for amend-
ment under the five-minute rule, and I think that the Members
of the House ought to receive reasonable notice, so that they
may be here, and I make the point of order theré is no quorum
Lresent. :

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Illinols makes the
point of order there is no quorum present. The Chair will
count. [After counting.] One hundred gentlemen are present,
a quorum, and the Clerk will read.

Mr. MAXN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the iast
fwo words. I notice In this section it provides for the Joint
Committee on Printing, to be designated by the Commiitee on
Printing of the Sepate and by the Committee on Printing of |
the House of Representatives. And I do not see that there is
any objection to the use of the word “ designated.” In the next
section of the bill it says that the members of the joint com-
mittee who are so designated shall continue members of said
committee until their successors are chosen as provided for in
that section. Of course the word *chosen” has g variety of
meanings, and I suppose would be fairly apt in this connection
if it were necessary to use it. The word “chosen” as used
in the Constitution of the United States refers invariably to
an election. Electors are chosen, and various other officers of
the Government are chosen, but wherever the term * chosen”
ig nsed in the Constitution it refers, not to an appointment or
a designation, but to an election.

Now, I hope the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BarNmart],
with his usually nice use of the English language, will muke
these two words comport with each other. If “designated™
is used in paragraph 1, then, when you reach paragraph 2 it
ought to read:

Until their successors are designated as provided for herein. ‘

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Chairman, so far as the commitiee
on the House side is concerned, it is really appointed, as the
committee understands it, and on the Senate side it is neither -
chosen nor appointed, but designated.

the Committee on Printing of
’rinting of the House of Repre-
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Mr. MANN. But the Committee on Printing of the House,
of course, is elected by the House under the existing rules,
and this section requires that out of that committee, which
congists of only three members, the committee shall designate
three members to go on the Joint Committee on Printing.
This is the langnage:

That there shall be a Joint Committee on Printing, consisting of three
members of the Committee on Printing of the Senate and three members
of the Committee on Printing of the House of Representatives, to be
designated Ly the Committee on Printing of the Senate and by the Com-
mitiee on I'rinting of the House of Representatives, respectively.

Mr. BARNHART. But does not the gentleman from Illinois
concede that it might be possible that it could be the duty of a
committee to designate, and after this committee was desig-
nated, it would be chosen?

Mr, MANN. I have no objection to the use of the word “ des-
ignated.” But yon provide that the three Members of the House
shall be designated by the House Committee on Printing. And
when you use that term in that way it seems fo me that is the
term youn ought to use in paragraph 2—namely, “ designated.”

Mr., BARNHART. That might be if the methods of choosing
in both the House and the Senate were the same, but that does
not necessarily follow. We elect our committee here; that is,
our membership on the Joint Committee on Printing. On the
Benate side there are 9 of the Senate Committee on Printing.
We have 3 and the Senate has 9, and from that 9 they choose 3.
In the House we designate these 3, and we do not elect them at
all, because by virtue of their being on the Printing Committee
they become members of the joint committee.

Mr. MANN. You do not elect them at all. Under the terms
of the law, which I presume are never complied with techni-
cally—this is the existing law—you designate three members
of the Honse Committee on Printing as members of the Joint
Committee on Printing. Of course, as there are three members
of ihe House committee you go without any designation at all.

Mr. BARNHART. 'The gentleman will observe on page 2 it is
said they are chosen * as provided herein.”

Mr., MANN. As provided in this section.

Mr. BARNHART. As provided previously, as a matter of
course,

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. Maxx] has expired.

Mpr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for a
minute more.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. MANN. Why not, to make it just as clear or clearer and
avoid any question as to the meaning of the word * chosen,”
and not changing the meaning of the word as it is in the Con-
stitution, say * until their successors are designated as pro-
vided for in this section”?

Mr. BARNHART. I would not have any objection, but I do
not see that it is material.

Mr. MANN. I do not say that it is materinl, and yet where
we have certain words used in the Constitution of the United
States with a fixed meaning, and there is no occasion for chang-
ing that meaning, I think it is wisest in legislation to take the
weaning in the Constitution of those words and retain them.

Mr. BARNHART. - I am perfectly willing when we come to
paragraph 2 in section 1 that we shall take that matter up,
Buat I think the word * designated ” should be left in the open-
ing chapter of the bill.

Mr. MANN. I do not see anything against that at all, I will
say to-the gentleman.

Mr. BARNHART. And when we come to paragraph 2 in
section 1, if it is thought best to change the word * chosen ™ to
“ designated.” I do not believe the committee would have any
material objection.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Sgc. 1. I'ar, 2, The members of the Joint Committee on Printing who
are reelected to the succeeding Congress shall continue as members of
sald committee until their successors are chosen as provided for in
this section: Protvided, That the President of the Senate and the
Speaker of the House of Representatives shall, on the' last day of a
Congress, appoint Members of their respective Houses who have been
elected to the succeeding Congress to fill the vacancies then about to
occur on said committee, and such appointments shall continue until
their successors are chosen as provided for herein. The Juint Com-
mittee on I'rinting as constituted by this section shall exercise all the
powers and duties devolving upon szld committee under the law, and it
may authorize one or more of its members to exercise such of its func-
tions as necessity shall require when Congress is not in session,

Mr. BARNHART and Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey rose.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BARN-
HART] is recognized.

Mr. BARNHART. Mr, Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that, in line S, the word ‘' chosen ™ shall be stricken out and the
word * designated” substituted therefor.

Mr, MANN. Also in line 2

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Bazx-
HART] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 2, line 2, strike out the word “ chosen  and insert in lieu thereof
the word * designated.”

’age 2, line 8, strike out the word * chosen” and insert in len
thereof the word * designated.”

The CHATRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ments,

The amendments were agreed to.

Mr, KINKEAD of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I move to
strike out the last two words for the purpose of asking unani-
mous consent to insert in the REcorp a speech made by my col-
league and my good friend, Mr. ALtAN B. WaLsH, of New Jer-
sey, on July 4, at Basking Ridge, Somerset County, N. J., the
subject being the Declaration of Independence.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr.
Kingeap] asks unanimous consent that he may extend his re-
marks in the Recorp by inserting a speech of his colleague, Mr.
WaLsH, delivered on the 4th of last July. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The address is as follows:

ADDRESS OF HON, ALLAN B, WALSH, OF NEW JERSEY, ON JULY 4, AT BASE-
ING RIDGE, SOMERSET COUNTY, N. J.

“I consider it one of the very best signs of our times, ladies
and gentlemen, that the people all over the country are taking
a genuine interest in the sane celebration of the Fourth of July.

* It has practically ceased to be a day of noisy boastfulness
and somewhat rowdy enthusiasm and is fast coming to be what
it ought to be—a day for the manifestation of intelligent and
enthusiastic patriotism. It is most fitting that our celebrations
take Into account the education of the rising generation. The
purpose of the day's observance should be made plain to them in
every possible way, so that even the youngest may grasp the
meaning of it and develop a more patriotic spirit through its
yearly observance. Not all the day should be given over to
mere jollification. Some little time at least should be set apart
for historic consideration, through which we may arrive at a
better understanding of the declaration which forms the very
beginning of our history as a nation. This will serve largely
to keep us in touch with it, and we must remember that it is a
mighty important document, not only for us who pride ourselves .
on our American citizenship but also for the whole world.

“When we pause to consider the purpose of our celebration
to-day our minds most naturally travel back to that other 4th
of July, 138 years ago, when we had the courage and au-
dacity to get up on our own feet and proclaim ourselves an
independent people, fully capable of taking care of ourselves,
fully determined to tolerate no longer the oppressive conditions
to which we had been reduced Ly England, and ready to prove
our determination, if need be, by force of arms. Well, we
had to prove it, and we succeeded in doing so, and it is a mat-
ter of history of which we can be justly proud that we not
only have stayed on our own feet ever since, but have in the
short space of 138 years advanced to the very forefront of the
nations of the earth in power, in population, and in prosperity,
as well as in that ardent love of liberty and manhood which
inspired the great declaration of our independence. And, please
God, we shall continue to occupy this proud position.

“Only those who are deep students of the history that has
been maude since the Declaration of Independence on July 4, 1776,
can give you any adequate idea of the influence it has had on
the history of the whole world, even to the present day. Itisa
document that shouid be read and pondered over by every genu-
ine American- citizen, for it concerns us all; and we of the
present day, just as truly as our fathers in the past, reap the
benefits of its proclamation to the world. While it is true that
the Nation has not always lived up to the full content of the
docmment, still it must be admitted that the spirit of the
declaration was always there, always understood, and always
animating the people in their struggle toward better govern-
ment. Not only that, but its spirit was breathed abroad upon
the peoples of the earth and the eyes of all the oppressed of the
world turned longingly toward the new Natlon as to a refuge—
a blessed land, where every man, no matter how humbly born,
might stretch himself up to the full height of his manhood,
where the man born in the log cabin might one day be the
occupant of the White House. h

“We are rather prone to believe that the Declaration of
Independence was a statement of conditions already existing in
the American Colonies. It was very far from being that,
however. As a matter of fact, it was a challenge and a protest
against oppressive conditions which existed under the British
rule. It was, I might say, a platform or a promise of better
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conditions to be realized. if possible, under an independent
government. which recogunizes the inherent dignity of man and
proclaims all free and equal before the law with a right to a
voice in the government. And it was our brave proclamation
of these principles to the world as the foundations on which we
were to build as a Nation that has made this * the day we cele
brate* beyond all others in our national calendar.

“ 1t seems to be a fact of history that in times of great
human need great men arise: and the bitter struggle for onr
liberty as a Nation which followed fast on our Declaration of
Independence brought into prominence one of the greatest men
of all time whose name will ever be associnted with the day.
In the history of the world there have been many wise men,
many great statesmen, many great soldiers and great philan-
thropists. but I doubt if you ean find anyone among them all
who measures np so thoronghly to all the conditions of great-
ness as our own George Washington. * First in war, first in
peiice, and first in the hearts of his conntrymen.’ is a eunlogy.
simple but expressive, which can be spoken of him as it ean
be spoken of no other man. for his whole life wns an embodi-
ment of the principles of the great Declaration of Independence.
Now. the examples of the lives of great men have an abiding
influence on the lives of subsequent generations. and when all
the detnils of the life of any great man are edifying it becomes
our duty to keep the memory of that life perpetually green
among us so that as citizens we may be inflnenced by it.

“Ag a Nation we have not forgotten Washington. We have
enshrined his name forever in the great. growing. and beauntiful
city which is the Capital of our country and the seat of omr
National Government. But the very best way of all to give
him the honor he deserves is for each of us individoally to
model our activities ng citizens upon his.

“ Before we had rounded ont the first century of our history
ag a Nation we were plunged into that dreadfnl catastrophe, the
Civil War, which threatened national disruption. Here again,
in the time of pressing need, a great man stood revealed—a man
who was the genuine prodnet of democracy. a man tender of
heart and sympathetic without wenkness, who guided the Natlon
throngh the dark days of peril with such success that *no star
from our flag was lost " and the principle of national unity was
established forever. I believe, Indies and gentlemen, that Abra-
ham Lincoln will live in the history of our Nation and of the
world as one of the grentest of men. and his speech at Gettys-
burg will remain as a classie in the English langnage—a simple,
short, but ringing restatement of the principles of the Declara-
tion of Independence.

“And now, after 138 years. how do we stand to-day in the
light of the words of that declaration?

“Po-day. ladies and gentlemen, more than ever before do
we hold the essentinl equality of men before the law: to-day
more than ever hefore do we recognize that certain inalienable
rights belong alike to the highest and the lowest citizens of the
laud; to-day more than ever before it is a part of our gospel
and of our practice that nothing can be more sacred than the
life, liberty, and happiness of the people as a whole; and to-day
more than ever before Is the truth being driven home in all cor-
ners of the world that Governments derive their just powers
from the consent of the governed.

* Embodied for the first time in its distinet modern form in
our Government of the United States, this idea bas gone clear
around the world, stirring up the oppressed everywhere to de-
mand an aodible voice in the affairs of government, the actual
establishment of a Republic among the 400.000,000 inbabitants
of China being the very latest manifestation of its influence,

“ We have had grave problems to face during our short his-
tory as a Nation, and in these, our own days, they developed to
snch an acute degree that we seemed really on the verge of
some catastrophe. Indeed, it did look for a time as if we had
slipped back to conditions resembling those against which the
Declaration of Independence was a protest. The rnmblings of
dissatisfaction were becoming more and more widespread in the
jand. when behold here again in our howr of national need a
leader appeared whose true greatness grows more evident te
the Nation every day. More, perhaps, than anyone ever before,
he has stirred vp the conscience of the people, pointed out
clearly to them the real dangers which threatened the country,
and roused them to a sense of their own responsibiiity for Lhe
very existence of those dangers. His ntterances have brought
us back to sane, sound common sense, and no man with the red
blood of an American citizen in his veins can listen to that
voice and yet stand idly by and tolerate any going back to the
un-Anerican conditions of the immediate past. For my own
self, ladies and gentlemen, I cherish daily stronger sentiments
of gratitude toward those of my fellow citizens who by their
confidence in me conferred on me the distinguished honor of

serving in Congress under a leader who has ralsed statesman-
ship to such a high level and who has made us all realize that
we are in Washington for the sele purpose of laboring for the
best interests of the people, and that in doing this our own In-
terests and personal convenlences are to be considered as of
secondary importance. You yourselves, from your knowledge of
current events, are fully aware that President Wilson is the
very first to set the example of self-sacrifice in this matter for
the sake of working out without delay the much-needed reforms
to which our party had pledged itself.

“We have grown used to the ways of the political quacks
and the newspaper editors who, perhaps. have other interests to
serve than purely patriotic ones. We can afford te watch with
some amusement while they horl at onr distingnished President
their darts of criticism; and whatever our political creed nay
be we can not help but admire the strength and calmness with
which he goes on his appointed way. impervions alike to ap-
plause as to clamor and ridicule, determined at any cost to earry
out his purpoese of making America a good place to be in for all.
Great men have oceupied the presidential chair, but I believe
none of them has realized more fully in himself or lived more
completely up to the obligations of American citizenship than
our present distinguished President: and I believe, further, that
none has been to any more complete extent a President of the
people and for the people.

* His Mexican policy has been exposed to almost constant
ridicule; even Members of Congress stamp their feet In indig-
nation and hurl forth the hot shot of denunelation agalnst the
Mexican policy of the administration, but I am among those
who believe Woodrow Wilson is right; that his * watchful wait-
ing' poliey will eventually win and that in the end a erowning
vietory will be marked to his eredit. and I thank God that ho
has the courage and the patience in the teeth of bitter criticism
te withhold intervention with arms in that tronbled country. We
are too far removed from the terrible days of the Civil War to
realize to any great extent the horrors of that war or the curse
of war in any shape or form, but it is providential that we have
a man at the helin who realizes it and who is determined to
save you from it if that can possibly be done without compro-
mising the Nation's prestige or sacrificing her honor,

*“Ah, gentlemen. when I think of the millions of onr loyal,
patriotie, and peace-loving American eitizens, who are just about
to begin to reap the benefits of Improved conditions in this
country. and then look forward into a fature which would fol-
low for them close upon the heels of war, I hope and pray with
all the powers of my heart and soul that the grent God of peace
will strengthen the hand of Woodrow Wilson by enabling him to
work out the solution of this problem by peaceful menns with-
ont dragging onr people through the deeps of the hell of war;
for if he can succeed in doing this with honor. exercising the
patlence of conseious strength, President Wilson will have placed
our country in an enviable position among the nations of the
earth, will have given a new and a powerful impnise to the
ennse of universal peace, will have enshrined himself in the
hearts of the American people. and ‘ generntions vet to enme
will eall him blessed,” while the ealamity howlings and eriti-
cisms. denuncintions, and jingoisms of the present time will
have sunk into the insignificance of the chattering of magpies.”

The Clerk read as follows:

Sec 2. Par. 1. The Joint Commiftee on Printing shall have power to
adopt and employ such measures as in Its discretion may be deemed
necessary to remedy any neglect, delay, duplieation, or waste In the
exeention of the publie printing and binding and the distribution of
Government publieations. £

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word.

The CHATRMAN. The genileman from Illinois [Mr, Many]
moves to strike out the last word.

Mr. MANN. 1 do not now reeall whether thls Is snbstantially
the provision of the existing law or whether this is a new
authority to be conferred on the Joint Committee on Printing.
It seems to me a very broad authority to give to any commitree
*to adopt and employ such measures as in its discretion may be
deemed necessary to remedy' ahmost anything. They could
override, under the termns of this section, any provision of the
law. This provision is not a provision that they may adopt
and employ such mensures as are not inconsistent with the
terms of this act, but they may adopt nnd employ such measnres
as in its discretion may be deemed necessary. In otber words,
the fiat of the Joint Committee on Printing ean do anything,
on the ground that they give—and it is wholly within thelr
power and discretlon—that will “remedy any neglect. delay,
duplication. or waste in the execution of the public printing and
binding and the distribation of Government publications.”

The Joint Committee on Printing, as I am informed and be-

lieve, is of the opinion that there is a great waste in the dis-
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tribution of Government publications; that Members of Con-
gress have more publications to distribute than they ought to
liave; that a large share of the publications which are dis-
tributed by Members of Congress go into the wastebasket.
Having that opinion, under the terms of paragraph 1 of sec-
tion 2 the Joint Committee on Printing may reduce the number
to be issued, although the law provides otherwise, and may
direct the suspension of any distribution, and do anything else
that it wants to do.

Of course, the present Joint Committee on Printing, with the
assistance of the able gentleman from Indiana, in charge.of the
bill, would not do anything that was improper; but you ean not
always tell who may be on the Commitfee on Printing in the
course of time.

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last two words.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BARN-
HART | moves to strike out the last two words.

Mr. BARNHART. The only change in this paragraph, Mr.
Chairman, from existing law is the addition of the words * dupli-
cation and waste.” The law has never been abused by any
Joint Printing Committee, and probably never will be. The
fact of the matter is the Printing Committee is largely subject
to the will of the House, and it is the same with the Senate
Commiittee on Printing, which is largely subject to the will of
the Senate. But the importance of this feature of the bill con-
gists in the fact that many departments of the Government are
continually indulging in duplication of publications. I might
show numerous instances of that duplication, but I will use
ouly a few. For instance, we have the * Sanitary survey of
the schools of Orange County, Va." That is published by the
United States Bureau of Education. We have a publication
practically the same, by the United States Public Health Serv-
ice, on rural schools, * Sanitary survey of schools in Bartholo-
mew County, Ind.,” probably made by the same individual. In
the Department of Commerce we have issmed a publication
called * Canned sialmon cheaper than meat, and why.” Then
we have an extract from the Yearbook of the Department of
Agriculture on supplementing our meat supply with fish—
ceanned salmon. We have thie United States Department of
Agriculture issuing Bulletin No. 118, entitled * The school gar-
den.” The Burean of Education publishes practically a dupli-
cate of this and calls it “ Cultivating the school grounds of
Wake County, N. C.” The Department of Agriculture issues a
bulletin entitled *“ How to prevent typhoid fever.” The Public
Health Service issues a bulletin entitled * Causation and pre-
vention of typhoid fever.” Here again we have the United
States Department of Public Health issuing a document en-
titled * Sanitary survey of schools in Bartholomew County,
Ind.”

Here are three departments issuing practically the same pub-
lications. Nobody is especially responsible for this duplication
of work; but ithe committee believes that the law as it stands
is working well, and this additional strengthening by the in-
sertion of these words will enable the committee to designate
some competent authority or compel the heads of the depart-
ments to submit their wants in the matter of publication of
public documents to some authoritative head, at least to some
autliority whereby there may be a compilation which will pre-
ven: the possibility of each and every department publishing
whatever they choose.

Further, Mr. Chairman, some time ago the Public Health
Service printed a bulletin on * The care of the baby.” The
Census Bureau might have published that if it had the statisties
or the suggestions. I understand the Childrens’ Bureau asked
for an appropriation to publish practically a duplication of this
work. This would surely be a waste, because each of these
departments dounbtless will ask in its estimates for a sufficient
number to supply the demand in that respect and too many
would be published by the duplication.

I trust, Mr, Chairman, that this section may be allowed to
stand as it is. It is only a slight change from the original. Tt
will give the committee the authority, as is augmented further
on in the bill, fo prevent the possibility of these duplications,
which do amount to a great waste.

My, MANN. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose the motion of the
gentleman from Indiana.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois is recognized.
- Mr. MANN. I think the gentleman from Indiana is mistaken
if he thinks that this provision would give the Joint Committee
on Printing any practical jurisdiction over the question whether
the Public Health Service should publish a document and the
Children’s Burean should publish precisely the same thing. The
Joint Committee on Printing will not know anything about it
until after it is published. They do not publish unlimited num-

bers. They have a very limited quota, which they live up to;
and so far as I am concerned, if the Public Health Service and
the Labor Bureau shall publish advice, each of them. as to how
to avoid typhoid fever, I am in favor of having it published by
them and 40 other bureaus of the Government and put into the
hands of the people. But, as I say, they publish very limited
numbers,

Now,. the gentleman is again slightly in error as to what this
paragraph does. It has two additions from the existing law.
The existing law gives to the Joint Committee on Printing power
to adopt any measures necessary to remedy any neglect or delay
in the printing and binding of documents or in the public print-
ing and binding. That is to give them the power to remedy
neglect and delay only as to publie printing and binding. But
this paragraph adds to their power the subject of duplication or
waste and adds also *and the distribution ¢f Government pub-
lications.” TUnder the terms of the existing law the Joint Com-
mittee on Printing has no power to eut down the quota of Mem-
g:alars u(l)f Congress of publications where the number is fixed by

e law.

But under the terms of this paragraph the Joint Lommittee
on Printing, if in their discretion they think it will be a waste
to distribute public documents, have the authority to cease to
give them to Members of Congress for distribution, and know-
ing the sentiment of many members of the Joint Committee on
Printing in the past that Members ought not to have a large
share of the documents which they obtain, I doubt the pro-
priety or the desirability of submitting even to so amiable and
excellent and able a gentleman as’ the gentleman from Indiana
[Mr. BArNuART] the question whether Members of Congress
shall have these public documents which they are now au-
thorized to distribute, or whetber my friend from Indiana shall
cut us out.

Mr. TAVENNER. Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Print-

ing have found that there is @ great waste in public printing,

but that is not because Members of Congress are getting more
documents than they are entitled to, but beeause documents are
being printed that the Members of Congress do not draw out,
because they have no use for them. For instance, we are print-
ing &t great expense not only carloads but a trainload of costly
documents every year that are going absolutely to waste, being
sold as old junk, and the object of this bill and of the Commit-
tee on Printing is not to give Members of Congress fewer docu-
ments, but to give them the documents they want and that
their constituents have use for, and to prevent the assignment
to them of documents they have no use for. For instance,
there is placed to my credit in the folding room every now
and then a report on spirit leveling in California. That docu-
ment is of absolutely no use fo any person in my district, and
Wwe propose to save money by not publishing documents that
are of no use to the Members. and to give the Members the ad-
vantage of taking in their stead documents that are needed in
their districts.

Mr. GOLDFOGLIE. Mr. Chairman, is not the abuse to which
the gentleman refers taken care of in a subsequent section of
this bill?

Mr., TAVENNER. Yes; but that is the general thought all
the way through the bill. Now, as to this particular paragraph,
we find, for instance, in the Agricultural Yearbook every year
the annual report of the Secretary of Agriculture. That report
is being printed in four or five different forms. It does not add
to the attractiveness of the Agricultural Yearbook, but. on the
confrary, detracts from it. The Joint Committee on Printing
wonld like to have the authority to prevent this duplieation and
to take out of the Agrieultural Yearbook that dry, long report
which takes up one-third of the book. Those who desire the
annual report of the Secretary of Agriculture can get it as such.
This simply gives the committee the authority to cut out of
that Agricultural Yearbook the duplication of the annual report
of the Secretary, so as to make the book more attractive and
valuable to the farmer, and to save the Government a large
sum of money annually.

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Chairman—-—

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this section is exhausi>d,

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I move to strike out the last three words.
I am inelined to agree with the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
MAxN] in opposing this section. It seems to me that in its
present form it confers broad legislafive powers on this Joint
Committee on Printing, powers that the joint committee ought
not to possess. It is true that the committee is a most excel-
lent one. I have the highest regard for the distinguished chair-
man of the House Committee on Printing, and believe much that
he said concerning the necessity for economy has been well said,
but I think no committee of this House ought to possess the

-broad legislative powers that this section would confer.
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It is suggested that the Joint Committee on Printing might
enrtail the departments in the issunnce of documents. I wonld
not like to see the committee clothed with such power that it
could clash directly with one of the executive departments of
this Government. I would prefer that the Committee on Ap-
propriatious should have the right, as it now has, to supervise
the estimates that come in, and recommend to this IHouse the
appropriations that are to be made, out of which come ‘the ex-
penditures for printing the documents issned by the depart-
ments. Why should this Joint Committee on Printing or the
House Committee on Printing have broader, greater legislative
powers than any other committee of this House is possessed
of? Every other conunittee of this House is compelled to come
here and submit to the setion of the House. Every other com-
mittee of the House must come here to have its reports con-
firmed or rejected. But now it is proposed by this section that
this Joint Committee on Printing shall be vested with such
legislative powers as will permit them to aet without regard to
what the majority of this House may desire.

Mr. BARNHART. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, GORDFOGLE. With a great deal of pleasure.

Mr. BARNHART. Does the gentleman from New York un-
derstand how the Joint Committee on Printing is created and
what its duties are under the law?

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I have some idea, of course.

Mr. BARNHART. I will be glad to have the genfleman state
how the joint committee is created and what its duties are
under the law.

Mr. GOLDFOGLE.
ence how it is created.

Mr. BARNHART. Oh, bat it does.

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Or what its duties are usnder the law. I
do know that it is a committee of the Congress. I do know
that [t is composed of Members of the Senate and House, and
kuow that Congress should be supreme in the exercise of its
right and discretion to reguiate the appropriations for the de-
partments. 1 also know that this section is so broadly drawn
that the time will come when the Joint Committee on Printing
may clash with executive departments of the Government and
when documents required for the use of Members of the House
may not be furnished because the Joint Committee on Printing
think differently from the departments, either as to the neces-
sity of printing them at all or as to the number required for
distribution.

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I want to
ask my friend from New York if he is content to leave this mat-
ter in the hands of the Committee on Printing? I have heard
my friend from New York [Mr. GoLbFoGLE] on many occasiofis
say that he regards this committee as one of the best and most
efiicient of the working committees in the House.

Mr, GOLDIFOGLE. I have said that before.

Mr, KINKEAD of New Jersey. Yes; and repeated it; and
ig it not fair new to leave that committes some discretionary
power?

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. We are legislating uot only for this Con-
gress but for future time; and, while I repeat that I have the
highest regard and the greatest respect for this Joint Commit-
tee on Printing, the time may come when this section may
produce the effect to which I have before alluded, especially if
there be a chunge in the personnel of the committee.

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. Will my friend yield for a
further question?

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I yield to the gentleman.

Mr, KINKEAD of New Jersey. There is absolutely no dif-
ference of opinion between the gentleman from New York and
myself. Both of us are agreed on that subject. Both of us
realize that this committee has done its best in the preparation
of this measure, and only this morning——

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. 1 ask unanimous consent
that the time of the gentleman from New York be extended five
minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey asks
unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman from New
York be extended five minutes. 1Is there objection?

Mr. DONOVAN. M;:. Chmirman, reserving the right te objeet,
I think the gentleman from New York onght to be allowed to
speak for 35 minutes. He bas not had much opportunity to
address the House Iately. I think he should be allowed to speal
until he compleres his remarks. He has been a most valuable
Member of this body.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey asks
unanimons consent that the gentleman from New York may
continue for five minutes more. 1Is there objection?

I do not know that it makes much differ-

Mr. DONOVAN. Reserving the right to object, T wish to
amend that request and ask that the gentleman from New York
may be allowed to address the House until be finishes, on
account of the lack of opportunity that he has had to address
the House. H

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut asks
that the gentleman from New York may proceed to the conciu-
sion of his remarks. Is there objection?

Mr. BARNHART. I object.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey asks
unanimous consent that the gentleman from New York may
proceed for five minutes. [s there objection?

Mr.. DONOVAN. I object.

Mr KINKEAD of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani-
mcus consent to address the House on this matter for three
minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey asks
nnanimous consent to proceed for three minutes. Is there
cbjection?

There was no objection,

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, when my
good friend from Connecticut [Mr. Doxovax] interrupted, I
wag about to ask my friend from New York [Mr. GoLbFosiE]
i in view of the repeated declarations that he has made—awil,
I think, conservatively and wisely made—that the Printing
Committee, so ably presided over by the geutleman from In-
diana [Mr. BarxBaART], has not only dove its work well but has
done it efficiently, intelligently, and ably; that in a matter re-
quiring discretlon of the committee, instend of being criticized
for bringing in this section of the bill. covering so cowmpletely
the matter, that it should be complimented and not criticized.

I now say to the gentleman from Indiana that I compliment
bim and the mewmbers of his committee on this matter, and [
hope this afternoon when I ask unanimons consent for the con-
sideration of the measure that I have introduced and referved
to his committee—namely. the printing of the memorial exer-
cises on the Barry Monument—they will use that wide and
wise discretion that they have always used and will allow me
to bave this bill taken up after his measure is disposed of.
I bave no desire at this time to put the gentleman from In-
diana on record in regard to the measure; but after it is read
to the House and explined intelligently, as I do everything
[laughter and applause], I am sure that no Member on this
side of the House, and certainly none of my good friends on
the other side, will interfere with a measure that is for the
public good.

Mr. BARNHART, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
to proceed for 10 minutes in an explanation of some of the
abuses that have erept in and which were the cause of drafting
this measure.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unnani-
mous consent to proceed for 10 minutes. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Chairman, section 2, paragraph 1,
is really more fully set out on page 122 of the bill in section 81,
but 1 wish especially to call attention of the House at this
particular time to some suggestions of my friend from New
York [Mr. GorprogLE] beeause it will be necessury sooner or
Inter that you understand somwe of the things that have been
happening in years past which certainly necessitate the im-
portance of there being some guide and staying hand over the
Public Printing Office with which Congress has very largely
to do.

The Government Printing Office is the servant of the Con-
gress. It is really ours to have and to hold. It does, most of
the time, congressional printing, and we ought to have the right,
and always have had for a half century, to govern and control
the Government printing.

The fact of the matter is that aboot the year 1905 some very
grave abuses were discovered in the Government Printing Office,
und a commission was appointed to make investigation. When
thal commission commenced the investigation the resignations
and reappointments in the Government Printing Office head
were so rapid that we had four different Government Printers
in one year. Now I will tell you why. If you look into the
report you will find, for instance, that during the four and a
half years prior to the joint committee’s beginning of the in-
vestigation Public Printers had expended a total of $2.303.703.30
for machinery and improvement of the printing plant. Of this
sum $1,621,423.15 wuas expended for machinery nlone, which
the Public Printer purchased without being accountable to any
one. ..

This expenditure for machinery was occasioned partly for
the installation of typesetting machines. The commission dis-
covered that in the purchase of these machines employees of
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the Government had relatives who owned stock in the com-
panies from whieh machines were purchased, and the Public
Printer bought typesetting machines to such an extent that
even to this day there are some 50 machines in the Government
Printing Office, at an original expense to the Government of
$£50,000, that have scarcely been used and are now so obsolete
that they never will be used.

Mr. REED. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BARNHART. Yes.

Mr. REED. Was that under the present administration?

AMr. BARNHART. No. I may say that since about the year
1908 or 1910, sinee the Joint Committee on Printing became
actively engaged in this investigation, the Government Printing
Otflice has been administered quite economically, so far as the
Printing Office itself is concerned; but the same law that
enabled the former Government Printers, either mistakenly or
intentionally, to indulge in this extravaganee is on the statute
book to-day, and it is that law that this bill seeks to correet.

Another Public Printer decided to change the furniture in the
composing room. That is where the type is set. Any newspaper
man will admit that it is a workshop. Thut compoesing reom
had substantial white-cak furniture, and the Government
‘Printer, on his own volition, not accountable to anybody, threw
the onk furniture away and purchased mahogany, brass-finish
furniture instead at an expense of $20.000 to the Government.
And there are many more items of extravagance like that.
Another Public Printer instulled what he ealled an auditing sys-
tem. He did it of his own volition; he was not accountable to
anybody, but he spent on that auditing system $13S,110 in less
than two years; and when it was discovered that his anditing
systemi was of no account, the Government Printer resigned
and the auditing system was thrown out, with a loss to the
Government of something like $140,000 on the scheme.

Had ,the joint evmumittee or some other board of overseers
been authorized to exercise any control over the Government
Printer, or had he been reqaired to report to any committee or
board of directors, these extravagances would not have been
indulged in. Gentlemen of the cummittee, this joint committee
is nothing more than a board of directors for the Government
Printing Ofice. $

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BARNHART. Yes, sir; briefly.

Mr, HOWARD. In the last clause of section 2 I notice that
it gives the right to the Joint Committee on Printing of being
practically a board of censorship of our public doenments,

Mr. BARNHART. In the last clause of paragraph 17

Mr. HIOWARD. Paragraph 1, on page 2, section 2. Is it the
intentlon of the Joint Conumittee on Printing to pass on Gov-
ernment publications in the sense of a censorship, to see
whether or not there is a duplication? For instance, take the
poultry industry. A public bulletin on the poultry industry in
the North has been issued, and there js a public bulletin on the
poultry industry in the South. There are two separate condi-
tions under which poultry is raised. Would the gentleman say
that because a bulletin has been published on poultry condi-
tions in the North you conld not publish another one on poultry
-conditions in the South?

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Chairman, I am very glad the gentle-
man has asked me that question, and I thank him for it. It is
one of the important features of the bill. If the gentleman had
read the bill more thoroughly. he would have diseovered that
further on the bill provides that each department of the Gov-
ernment must each year make a report of its publications. It
will then be the duty of the joint committee, or of its clerk. to
look through these reports and see if there are any duplieations,
and suggest to these departments from time to time the duplica-
tions that have been made. Thus they will understand that
they must report to somebody what is published, and it is prob-
able that thereafter when one department presumes to assume
the prerogative of another it will first make inguiry. For in-
stance, the Children’s Burenu may undertake to publish a bul-
letin on the publie health. Before doing so I take it that that
burean would, if this provision be enacted, eall up the other
department and see if that depurtment has a publieation of
similar nature. The Joint Committee on Printing, under the
provisions of the bill as it has been drawn, is nothing more than
the board of direetors or trustees which we have in every bank
in the United States, in every corporation, in every county or-
ganization where you have a county council, and in every town-
ghip corporation where estimates of exeentive ofticials must be
made to boards of investigation for approval. The gentleman
from New York, in his suggestion that this committee -had
undertaken to legislate, is wrong. It does not undertake to do
anything of the kind. It simply undertakes to aet in the
cupacity of insisting that the Government departments and the

Government Printer must have some head to which all these
matters can be referred and adjusted.

Mr. GOULDEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BARNHART. Yes,

Mr. GOULDEN. I have discovered, according to your state-
ments, that there has been considerable waste of money, or,
to put it mildly, a great extravagance in the Government Print-
ing Office under former administrations. Will the gentleman
inform us how the Printer secured this money at the time, and
from whom?

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Chairman, the money is appropriated
by the Committee on Appropriations for the Government Print-
ing Office. L

Mr. GOULDEN. Does not the Committee on Appropriations
look into these matters pretty carefully?

Mr. BARNHART. I might say that sometimes it does and
sometimes it does not. For instance, within the not very dis-
tant past, as I said to the gentleman’s colleague in the discus-
sion the other day, the House, with approval of the Appropria-
tions Committee, increased wages of certain Printing Office em-
ployees over others of similar union wage seales, to the dissatis-
faction of the latter, as would be the result from a standpoint
of fairness. The wages of this particular class of men were
increased and many others doing a class of work for whieh like
wiages are paid all over the country did not get the Increase.
We believe that it is important that some committee of competent
autherity, or some legislative enactment, shall be provided that
would relieve the Committee on Apprepriations from haphazard
wige-scale making in the Government Printing Office,

Mr. GOULDEN, I agree with the gentleman thoroughly and
am in accord with the bill; but as I understood the gentleman,
he stated that there was a yearly loss of some $50,000 on some
machinery which was standing idle in the Government Printing
Office;. To what does the gentleman allude?

Mr. BARNHART. Ob, no; not yearly.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Indiana
has expired.

Mr. GOULDEN. If there is any explanation of that, I would
like to have it, as this is an interesting matter.

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Chairman, I ask ucanimons consent thab
the time of the gentleman be extended for five minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. HOWARD. The question that I desire to ask my friend
from Indiana is this: This gives wider scope of authority to the
Jolnt Committee on Printing over the administration of the
Government Printing Office. The gentleman spoke about these
men that had their wages inereased. Does it not necessarily
follow that if this authority is given to the Joint Committee on
Printing it will give them practieally the power, if they so de-
sire to use it, to nct as a eensor of who will get the promotions
in the Pubiie Printing Office? In fact, would it not be the
“whole cheese"” down there?

Alr, BARNHART. Far from it. On the other hand, the bill
means the very reverse. The bill gives no authority to the
Joint Committee on Printing fo do anything of the sort. It
fixes a szeale of wages that at this time scems to be proper, and
that is all it does, and it asks for Congress to pass npon that
just the same as it would pass on it if any other committee
brought it to the floor of the House,

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. BARNHART, Yes.

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I am afraid
that I must apologize to my good friend from New York [Mr.
Gorporoaie]. In reading this paragraph more closely I find that
his eontention is absolutely correet, and that my statement was
wrong, and I want to correct whatever impression I made with
regard to It,

Now, Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the chairman of the
committee whether he or the Publie Printer is better quulified
to make the rate of wages for the men who ure employed in
the Government Printing Office. The present Public Printer
has been a practical workman employed on the Hudson Ob-
server in the eity of Hoboken——

Mr. BARNHART. In what eapacity?

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. As foreman. He started in
as call boy, and by perseverance, hard work, industry, sobriety,
and intelligence he worked himself up umtil he became foreman
of that magnificent plant, and if there is any man in America
who is eapable of saying what rate of wages shall be paid not
only to the pressmen, not only to the feeders, but to every man
or woman in the Printing Office, it is that good son of Hudson
County, Hon. Corneling Ford, and I hope that the gentlemnn
from Indiana, using that wise discretion en which I compli-
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mented him this afternoon, will allow the House to speedily
vote to strike out of the bill this paragraph which mars it.
and In sitting down I want to say again to my good friend from
New York [Mr. Gorbrogre] that his contention was right, and
that in answering his contention I was wrong.

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Chairman, I will answer the inter-
rogatory. I assume that the gentleman from New Jersey has
had some sudden information from the outside. I am sorry
that this matter comes to a point where it is necessary for me
to make some response now that I did not care to indulge in.
The present Public Printer has made probably the best showing
in economy of any Public Printer the Government has had for
many years. He is an industrious, capable man, but he has
urged a certain scale of wages in which he reached the climax
by asking that his own wages be increased $2.500 a year.

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. Will the gentleman permit
me to say

Mr. BARNHART. I can not yield further.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yleld.

Mr. BARNHART. No; I will not yield, but—

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. That is not so, Mr. Chair-
man; the gentleman in wrong about that. He asked $500 a
year.

The CHAIRMAN.
of order.

Mr. BARNHART. I do not care to have my authority ques-
tioned, and if the gentleman will look at the bhearings——

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. That is where it is taken
from——

Mr. BARNHART. The gentleman will find he asked for
$7,600 a year, and we give him an increase of $500, making
$6,000. He has $5.500 a year now.

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. He asked for how much?

Mr. BARNHART. Seventy-five hundred doliars a year.

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. If he is receiving $35,500,
that is only an increase of $2.000.

Mr. BARNHART, If I said $2,500, I meant $2,000.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has again ex-
pired.

Mr, GOLDFOGLH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that the time of the gentleman from Indiana be extended for
five minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks
unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman from Indiana
be extended five minutes. Isthereobjection? [After a pause.]
The Chair hears none,

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Chairman, I might say the committee
has appreciated the fact that there is going to be opposition to
this bill from one given source, and that is from the Govern-
ment Printing Office. All Government Printers who have pre-
ceded insist that they ought to have the largest authority pos-
gible; that they ought to have full control. I want to say to
you, gentlemen, that the Government Printer is the only head
in any department of the Government who has an expendi-
ture of more than $2,000,000 in his own care and keeping.
We believe it I8 too much authority, notwithstanding the fact
1 believe we do have now one of the best Government Irinters
the Government has ever had. As I said before, I believe he
is honest, competent, energetic, and is making a wonderful
showing in economy ; but that is not any reason why some other
Government Printer In time to come might not make the mis-
takes that have been made heretofore. At the present time the
joint committee is proceeding in harmony with the Government
Printer in the matter of purchases, and so forth; but the law
as proposed will fix it so that it will be necessary for any suec-
ceeding Printer, whoever he may be, whether competent or in-
competent, to submit his proposed proceedings in purchases to
some authority which I have previously alluded to as being vir-
tualiy a board of directors.

AMr, GOLDFOGLE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr: BARNHART. I will

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. This has occurred to me, and I would
like to be enlightened by the distinguished chairman of the
committee. Suppose between the final adojurnment of Congress
and the convening of the next Congress one of the departments
of the Government sees fit on the request of Senators or Repre-
sentatives or some citizens to issue a particular document.
Now, how will the Joint Committee on Printing, under the
section of this bill as now framed, act? The Joint Committee
on Printing will have no meeting in all probability. They will
be away from Washington, just like any other Representatives
and Senators will be. Now, then will come the clash and there
will be no way of regulating or settling it. The document may
be required. It may be of the highest importance that the
docnment shall be reprinted and issued without much delay.

The gentleman from New Jersey is out

There may be an honest difference of opinion between the
department and the chairman of the committee, if indeed the
chalrman be communicated with. Now, how is that to be set-
tled during the period to which I have referred, namely, between
the final adjournment of Congress and the convening of the
next Congress?

Mr, BARNHART. Mr. Chairman, I tried to explain that to
the gentleman from New York before, and I take it that he was
not listening to what I said, because I explained it in this way:
This provislon of the bill, or this section, does not fix any
authority for the joint committee to say what shall or shall not
be done, but the bill further on provides there shall be a report
of the heads of departments each year on publications issued,
and that the Joint Committee on Printing will take these reports
and ascertain whether there has been duplication.

And if there has been to such an extent that it has been
wasteful, of course the joint committee will report to some
higher authority and try to arrange that the same thing will
not occur again. It is suggestive rather than directory.

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I understand all that; but I am afraid
I have not made myself clear to the distinguished gentleman
from Indiana [Mr. BarNHART]. I am referring to the action of
the department ordering the reprinting of some document, some
bulletin, or some other paper, usually issued from the depart-
ment. Now, suppose the guestion arises as to whether or not
that is an undue duplication, or whether or not it constitutes
waste, as has already been suggested by the gentleman from
Indiana. How is it to be settled? The committee will not be
here in Washington to act on the matter or settle the matter in
difference.

Mr, BARNHART. Will the gentleman yield there?

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Certainly.

Mr. BARNHART. That is merely presumption, Mr. Chair-
man. For several years there has been no adjournment of Con-
gress; and since the Congress in its wisdom has increased its
membership to nearly 440 Members, the probability is that we
shall be here year after year practically all the time.

Mr, KINKEAD of New Jersey. The gentleman knows we
will have no special session next fall.

Mr. LINTHICUM. I understood the gentleman a while ago
to say that the Public Printer has asked for an increase of
§2,000 a year in his salary?

Mr. BARNHART. Yes, =ir.

Mr. LINTHICUM. He now receives £5,500%

Mr. BARNHART, Yes.

Mr. LINTHICUM. I thought you were going to make some
statement as to how much increase he recommended for the
employees. Do you know whether he recommended that much
or how much he recommended?

Mr. BARNHART. I think he recommended a total for em-
ployees of about $87,000.

Mr. LINTHICUM. About what percentage would that be
of increase for employees?

Mr. BARNHART. I can not tell.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Indiana
[Mr. BARNHART] has again expired.

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. Mr., Chairman, I move to
strike out the last four words.

Mr. Chairman, the chairman of the committee states the
Public Printer asked for an increase in his salary from $5500
a year to $7.500 a year, and I find from a copy of the Senate
hearings, which I have here, that he did ask for such increase.
Whatever little success I have had in life, Mr, Chairman, has
come from the fact that I am mostly willing to believe the
other fellow.

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. I always yield to the gen-
tleman from Illinois.

Mr. MADDEN. I suppose the gentleman referred to is a
very high class man and he is worth all that he asks, is he not?

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. Of course the. gentleman
from Illinois states exactly the truth. Any first-class printer
who comes to Washington from the county that I have the
honor to represent in part and takes upon himself the manifold
duties incumbent upon the office of Public Printer of the United
States, and who asks the modest sum of $7.500 is, in my judg-
ment fo be complimented, and if I were a member of the Print-
ing Committee I would do myself the honor, and I would do
the man at the head of that magnificent plant the justice, to
vote that his salary be increased to $7,500. [Applause.]

But aside from that, Mr. Chairman, the all-important fact
that confronts this House this afternoon relating to this section
is that the present Public Printer of the United States, despite
the fact that we have been in session a greater number of days
than any other session of Congress since the establishment of
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the Government Printing Office, has reduced the running ex-
penses of that plant in round figures $52,000 a year. And I
want to submit to the membership of this House—

Mr. TAVENNER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. Not now. I will be glad
to do so before I finish if I have the time.

I want to submit to the membership of this House that any
man who has intelligence enough, who has industry enough, to
save this Government in one year $1,000 for every week that
his plant has been running, ought to have an increase in his
salary of $2.000 a year, and we ought to vote for it as a unit,
even though it amounts to 36 per cent, as my mathematical
friend from Maryland [Mr. LisTHIcUM] indicated.

Mr. LINTHICUM. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. Not at the present time.

Now, there is a great deal of misunderstanding regarding the
gentleman who occuples the position of Publie Printer at this
time. I remember that some of our newspapers criticized him
during the holiday season because, forsooth, he gave Demo-
erats a place or two in his office. Now. I want to ask my good
friend from Illinois [Mr. Mappex], who is square on every prop-
osition that comes before this House, what he would do if he
was a Poblic Printer and had opportunity to place a Repub-
lican? He would do as my friend Ford did. If I were Public
Printer what would I do if a Democratic Member asked me
to try to take care of a friend? Why, I would take care of
him. And if a Republican eame down that I liked, I would try
to help him; too.

Mr. BUTLER.. Would you take care of mine?

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. Yes; [ would—always.

Mr. Chairman, another thing I want to draw the attention
of the House to this afternoon is this: That in these days of
economical administration of affairs there is only one way to
arrive at economy in the public service, and that is to have men
at the head of your institutions in whom you can repose every
confidence.

I am not going to vote here this afternoon, simply because
in the future some man of a different type than Ford may be
Public Printer, and he may say he wants some increases that
are not warranted by facts. .Let the future take care of itself.
Let us say to the people of this Nation that this House, both
Demoeratic and Republican, reposes the utmost confidence in
that valiant little man who has wrought a saving of $1.000 a
week despite the 25 per cent increase in the work of his office.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New
Jersey has expired.

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I ask onani-
mous consent for two minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

Mr. LINTHICUM. Ileserving the right to object, I would
like to know if the gentleman will yield part of that time to
answer a question?

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey.
for me, I will.

Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Chairman, I ask fhat the gentleman
have five minntes more.

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection?

Mr. BARNHART. Reserving the right to object, as this sec-
tion we are now on has not anything to do with the question of
wages, I am going to ask unanimous consent that all debate on
this paragraph close at the end of five minutes.

The CFAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Barx-
marT] asks unanimous consent that the debate on this para-
graph close at the end of five minutes. Is there objection?

Mr. LINTHICUM. I object, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland objects.

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I ask unan-
imong consent that I may proceed for three minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr.
Kixkeap] asks unanimous consent to proceed for three minutes.
Is there objection? )

Mr. LINTHICUM. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield to me?

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. Surely; of course I will
[Langhter.]

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, in behalf
of—

Mr., LINTHICUM. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield
for a question?

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. ®uarely.

Mr, LINTHICUM. The gentieman a moment ago, referring
to his “ mathematical friend from Maryland,” insinnated that I
epposed the inerease of salary because it was 36 per cent.

If yon will get five minutes

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. The gentleman is wrong in his
Inference. I know that the gentleman from Maryland is
intelligent, and I know that he agrees with me in this conten-
tion, as every other intelligent gentleman does.

Mr. LINTHICUM. I may admit that I am intelligent, but
what I wanted to ask was this, whether the Public Printer
recommended 36 per cent increase for the employees, because I
am in favor of the employees receiving the same proportionate
inerease as the Public Printer receives. [Applause.]

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey, Mr. Chairman, that is a fair
question, and I want to say to my good friend from Maryland
that the Public Printer of the United States carries In his pocket
a union card, and every man that is in the employ of the Public
Printer of the United States—or in the employ of the United
States Government under him—is receiving union wages or
better, and that is satisfactory to the men and also satisfactory
to the membership of this body as a whole.

Fifty-two thousand dollars in salaries was saved, and not a
single man over there lost his position; I mean of the workmen;
some sinecures were done away with. The increase in the out-
put has been during the past year 25 per cent; and I call this to
the attention of my friend from Indiana [Mr. Barxmarr], that
notwithstanding that increase—a tremendous increase, one-
fourth miore than they ever did before in the histery of the
Public Printer’s office—notwithstanding this increase, Mr. Ford
has been able to reduce the running expenses of his plant $1,000
each week. I say to the gentleman from Indiana that if I were
in his place, with the facts before me as I have presented them
to him this afternoon, I would rise in my place and ask that a
vote be had on this paragraph, and that it be stricken from the
bill. Otherwise, in my judgment, the measure is all right.

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. Certainly.

Mr. BARNHART. The gentleman does not know what he is
talking about. There is nut anything in this paragraph per-
taining to the wages of the Public Printer.

Mr, KINKEAD of New Jersey. Of course, T am not talking
about the wages of the Public Printer, and the gentleman
knows it. I settled that long age. I am talking about the
paragraph in question; and in case the gentleman does not know
what paragraph we have in hand, I want to read it to him. It
provides:

The Joint Committee on Printing shall have power to adopt and em-
ploy such measures as in its discretlon may deemed necessary to
remedy any neglect, delay, duplication, or waste in the execution of the
public printing and binding and the distribution of Government publl-
cations.

Why, the insinuation there Is as clear as the noonday sun, and
I resent it on behalf of my worthy constituent, a young man'
who has always helped me in every fight I was ever in. [Ap»
plause and laughter.] And I say to the membership of this
House this afternoon that whenever the young man in question
is in a fight I hope to be here present on the floor of the House
and take up the fight in behalf of him as manfully, if not as
intelligently, as he has taken it up in my behalf; and I hope
when this question is presented to this body this afternoon that
without exception the membership of it will vote to strike this
iniquitous eclause from the measure.

Mr., Chairman, how much of my time remains?

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from New Jer-
sey has expired.

Mr. KIESS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me
very unfortunate that at the beginning of the consideration of
this bill se much time should be wasted by gentlemen who ap-
parently have not read the bill. We have just been talking
about something whic¢h the section under discussion does not
touch in any way. I want to say for the committee that the
committee has the most kindly feeling for the Public Printer.
In faet, we take some credit for helping him save that $52.000 a
year, because in the past year we have been working in har-
mony with the Public Printer.

Later on in this bill the salaries of the different officials, as
well as employees, will be fixed. The committee does not have
the fixing of the salaries to be paid You will find that every
printer is receiving the full union scale, and probably more, and
the rate of pay will be fixed in the bill, and can not be changed
again except by Congress. We have taken the position that too
much power should not be given to one man, and we have fixed
the amount of compensation in this bill.

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. AMr. Chairman, will my friend
yield right there?

Mr. KIESS of Pennsylvania. In a moment.. In another sec-
tion the amount of salary to be paid to the Public Printer is
fixed, and we have raised the salary from $5,500 to $6,000. If
my friend from New Jersey thinks that is not enough, later on
he will have an opportunity to offer an amendment to make it
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$7.500 or any amount he thinks fit. The gentleman should get
out of his mind any idea that we are making an attack upon the
present Public Printer.

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. I know that my friend from
Penunsylvania is not making any attack upon the Public Printer,
and I listened with great pleasure to the words of praise that
- fell from his lips regarding Mr. Ford this afternoon. But be is
taking the argument advanced by the chairman of the com-
mittee, who states that he does not want too much power con-
ferred upon the Public Printer. This is taking away powers
now possessed by the man that they regard as the most in-
telligent Public Printer that the office has ever had, and I sub-
mit to the House that since this is not conferring any
greater power upon the PPublic Printer, and it does deprive him
of the powers that he now possesses, by virtue of which,
despite the fact that the increase in the work has been 25 per
cent, he has been able to reduce the running expenses of that
magnificent plant $52,000 a year, or $1,000 for each week of the
calendar year; therefore I hope this paragraph will be stricken
from the bill.

Mr. KIESS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, in reply to the
gentleman's remarks I will say, as has been stated before,
that this particular section is practically the existing law.

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. If it is, I submit that there
is no need of repeating it here in the bill. What is the neces-
sity, if it is the existing law?

Mr. KIESS of Pennsylvania.
the printing laws.

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. If, as the gentleman says,
they have the power now, what is the good of writing it into
law? I am sure the gentleman agrees with me. I can tell
from the way the gentleman is talking with regard to this
measure that he agrees with me on it. [Laughter.]

Mr. LINTHICUM. Will the gentleman yleld for a question?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania
yield to the gentleman from Maryland?

Mr. KIESS of Pennsylvania. Certainly.

Mr. LINTHICUM. I understand from the gentleman from
Pennsylvania that the salary of the Public Printer is increased
by giving him $300 more, making his salary $6,000. Are
the wages of the employees under the Public Printer increased
in porportion to that? X

Mr. KIESS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, in answer to
that question I will say that some of the employees receive in-
creases. The scale of wages named in this bill Is based upon
the fizures secured from the Department of Labor, showing
what printers doing the same kind of work in the different sec-
tions of the country receive. I would say to the gentleman that
the printers in the Government Printing Office are receiving
equally as much or more woney than anyone else in the same
line of work in any printing establishment.

Mpr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
for one-half minute.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland asks unani-
mous consent to proceed for half a minute. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr, Chairman, I merely want to say to
the gentleman from Pennsylvania that I am not objecting to the
increase in the pay of the Public Printer. I think he deserves
it, and I think the employees under the Public Printer who
work behind the linotype machines and in other places in that
establishment ought also to receive a proportionate increase in
their compensation. It is noticeable that the higher officials
in the Government experience very much less difficulty in
having their compensation adjusted to a point where the service
rendered and the salary paid correspond than the ordinary em-
ployees. The latter are compelled to put forth almost heroic
efforts if they desire a change from a salary basis established
perhaps some 20 or 30 years ago. I am not criticizing the pro-
posed increase in this instance, but what I do wish-to call atten-
tion to Is that we are in duty bound to treat the lesser em-
ployees with the same attention and conslderation that we do
the greater ones.

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Chairman—

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say to the gentleman that
debate on this amendment is exhausted.

Mr, KINKEAD of New Jersey. I move fo strike out the
paragraph. :

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey moves to
strike out the paragraph.

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. Tellers, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New Jersey asks for
a division.

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. No; I ask for tellers, Mr.
Chairman.

We are revising and codifying

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 16, noes 23.

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. Tellers, Mr. Chairman,

Tellers were refused, 15 Members—not a sufficient number—
seconding the demand. 7

Mr, KINKEAD of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I make the
point of no quornm,

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New Jersey makes
the point of order that there is no quorum present. The Chair
will count.

Pending the count,

Mr. MANN, Mr. Chairman, I call the attention of the Chair
to the fact that a number of gentlemen who have been counted
nnc? are now holding up their hands and asking to be counted
again.

The CHAIRMAN. The point made by the gentleman from
Illinois is well taken. If the Members will stand still for a
few moments, the Chair will count. [After counting.] Eighty-
:ﬁven I1;1311t]&m.en present—not a quorum. The Clerk will call

e roll.

The Clerk proceeded to eall the roll, when the following Mem-
bers failed to answer to their names:

Adalr Doremus Johnson, 8. C, Peters
Alken Driscoll Johnson, Utah Peterson
Alney Eagle Kelley, Mich. Phelan
Ansherry Elder Kennedy, Conn,  Plumley
Anthony Esch Kennedy, R. 1. Torter
Aswell Estopinal Lent Powers
Anstin Fairchild Key, Ohlo Prouty
Baltz Faison Kindel Rainey
Barchfeld Ferris Kirkpatrick Reilly, Conn.
Barkley Fess Knowland, J. R. Riordan
Bartholdt Finley Konop Rogers
Bartlett Fitzgerald Korbly Rubey
Beall, Tex. Flood, Va. Kreider Russell
Bell, Ga. Foster Lafferty Babath
Blackmon Fowler Langham Saunders
Borland Francis Langley Shackleford
Brockson French Lazaro Bherley
Proussard CGallivan L'Engle Sherwood
Brown, N. Y, Gard Lenroot Bhreve
Browne, Wis. Gardner Levy Sisson
Browning George Lewls, Pa. Smith, Md.
Brumbaugh eIry Lindquist Smith. N. Y.
Bryun Gill Loft Stanley
Bulkley Gitting McAndrews Steenerson
Burke, Pa. lass MeGillicuddy Stephens, Tex.
Byroes, 8. C Graham, II1, MeGuire, Okla, Stout
Calder Graham, Pa. MeKenzie Stringer
Campbell Green, Iowa Mahan Switzer
arew Grezg Maher Talbott, Md.
Church Griest Martin Taylor. Colo.
Clancy Guernsey Merritt Thacher
Clark. Fla. Hamill Metz Townsend
Cooper Hamilton, Mich. Miller Tuttle
Copley Hamilton, N, Y. Morzan, La, Underhill
Covington Hardwick Morin Vare
Cramton Hayves Mott Walker
Crisp Heflin Murdock Wallin
Curr, Hensley Murray, Mass., Watkins
Danforth Hin Necley, Kans. Whaley
Decker Hinds Nolan, J. I Whitacre
Dickinson Hinebaugh O'Brien White
Dies Hob=on O'Leary Willis
Dillon Hoxworth Padzett Wilson, N. Y.
Dixon Hulings Paige, Mass. Winslow
Dooling Igoe Parker Woodrufl
Doolittle Johnson, Ky, Patton. I'a. Woods

The committee rose; and the Speaker having resumed the

chair, Mr. Pace of North Carolina, Chairman of the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that
committee had had under consideration the bill IL It 15902, and
finding itself without a quorum had caused the 10ll to be
ealled, when 244 Members responded to their names, and he
presented a list of the absentees.

The committee resumed its session.

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. Mr, Chairman, I ask unanl-
mous consent to make a short statement of two minutes re-
garding the paragraph In question. Some of the Members in
the meantime have come in.

Mr. BARNHART. I shall not object, Mr. Chairman, if I am
permitted to follow for three minutes.

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. I ask for three minutes also.

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee found itself withont
a quorum the question was on an amendment offered by the
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr, KiNgeap], and that gentle-
man now asks that he be allowed to proceed for three minutes
by unanimous consent. ~ Is there objection?

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr, Chairman, is it not a fact that tellers
were ordered? g

The CHAIRMAN. Tellers were not ordered for the lack of
a quornm. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman
from New Jersey? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, the paragraph
in question will be found on page 2 of the bill H. R. 15902. In
effect it takes from the Public Printer the powers which he now
possesses and places them in the hands of a committee of this
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House. Durlng the past year your Public Printer increased the
output of that plant, which is under his immediate direction,
25 per cent. Notwithstanding that fact he reduced the running
expenses of the Government Printing Office no less than $1,000
a week. The saving to the United States Government in the
aggregate was $52,000 a year.

The chairman of the Committee on Printing, who should
really precede me and I answer him, states that he desires this
enacted into law in order to prevent a future Public Printer
from committing any acts that he knows the present Public
Printer would not be guilty of. I submit to you that this is an
insinuation against a man who is now using his powers wisely,
using good discretion with regard to the powers that have been
conferred upon him, and by the use of those powers has been
enabled to save to the people of this country $52,000 a year
and to increase the output of that magnificent plant 25 per cent.
We ought to say to him: “ Go on, continue intelligently direct-
ing this governmental office, and every man of us, whether we
are Democrais or whether we are Republicans, will stand
by you.”

I want to say to my friends on the Republican side that there
will be a few friends on our side of the House who are going
to vote against my proposition because the Public Printer would
not fire out of office some men who are down there. He has
given to the men on the Republican side of the House more
places than any other man in the Government service.

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Chairman, that part of the remarks
by the gentleman from New Jersey relative to the work and
merit of the present Public Printer I agree to, except, possibly,
in this: That all of the saving of the $50,000 claimed by the
gentleman from New Jersey may not have been effected by the
Public Printer. The members of the Joint Committee on Print-
ing have been acting in conjunction with the Public Printer,
and it has aided in selecting stock and letting contracts for
paper and machinery, and it claims some little part in the savy-
ing, whatever it may have been.

Another matter for your congideration is that this section is
practically the reenactment of existing law. The Public Printer
is not especially concerned in this; it is merely an effort to
break down the bill because it seeks to strengthen, by the
amendment of a law that already exists, supervisory control
over the Government Printing Office by the House and the
Senate, It is our Printing Office, and you have a right by
selecting your membership of the joint commitiee to oversee
this Printing Office, and you have a right to exercise some
Judgment as to what is going to be done and what not. This
paragraph provides that the joint committee shall, in con-
junction with the Public Printer, exercise the best judgment of
the combined efforts of the two to provide for you such docu-
men‘s as you and your constituents will need and in distribut-
ing them in the most economical and efficient way possible,

Mr. CARLIN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, BARNHART. Yes,

Mr, CARLIN. I understood the gentleman to say that the
committee shall, in connection with the Public Printer, do so-
and-so, There is np such provision in the paragraph.

Mr. BARNHART. I want to say to the gentleman from Vir-
ginia that this paragraph is further emphasized and amplified
in section 81 of the bill

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. Well, let us strike this out
now. 7
Mr. BARNHART. I decline to yleld to the gentleman; the
gentleman has had his time. I want to say that this enact-
ment is largely a reaffirmation of existing law. The committee
believes that we ought to have some control over the printing
in which you are all Interested. It merely undertakes to estab-
lish the fact that we have a right in this House, through our
Committee on Printing, to print such documents as we choose
and to exercise control over Government printing so as to pre-
vent possible scandals such as once arose and gave us four
Public Printers in a single year because of purchases that were
made, to the discredit of the Government officers involved. |

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BARNIIART. Yes.

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. I understood the chairman of
the committee to say that he was perfectly satisfied with the
manner in which the preseant Public Printer had conducted his
office.

Mr, BARNHART. I am; he has conducted it well, with the
aid of the joint committee.

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. What is the necessity of
writing this into the law, and by inference saying that the man
who has saved the Government this great sum of money and
has increased the efliciency of the office——

LI—501

Mr. BARNHART., Mr. Chairman, I do not care to have my
time taken up by the gentleman from New Jersey, who has
already had his full time. The paragraph insinuates nothing of
the kind.

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. If the gentleman will read the
paragraph, he will see that it does.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Indiana
has expired, and the question is on the amendment offered by
the jglel;t]eman from New Jersey to strike out section 2, para-
graph 1.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by
Mr. KiNEEAD of New Jersey) there were 54 ayes and 59 noes.

I}Ir. KINKEAD of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I ask for
tellers.

Tellers were ordered, and the Chair appointed as tellers the
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BarN=HART] and the gentleman
from New Jersey [Mr. KINKEAD],

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported that
there were 66 ayes and 76 noes.

So the amendment was lost.

The Clerk read as follows:

8ec. 2. PAR. 2. The Joint Committee on Printing is hereby authorized
to inquire at any time into all matters pertaining to the public printin
and binding and the distribution of publications for Congress, the vari-
ous executive and judicial departments, independent offices, and estab-
lishments of the Government, to report to Congress from (ime to time
any abuses In the public printing and binding and the distribution of
Government publications, and to recommend such remedial legislation
as in its judgment may seem proper.

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following com-
mittee amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 2, line 25, at the beginning of the line, strike out the words
“and judicial,”

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

* The amendment was agreed fo.

Mr. SELDOMRIDGE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word. I was unable to secure any time from the chairman
of the committee in general debate, but I desire to eall the atten-
tion of the House to a matter in connection with the distribu-
tion of Government documents which perhaps is well known to
the older Members of the House, but which perhaps may not be
known to those who have recently come into the body. On
March 11, 1914, I introduced House resolution 435, requiring an
investigation by the Committee on Printing of the manner in
which the publication known as the Messages and Papers of
the Presidents was being sold to the public. After introducing
the resolution, I made inquiries to ascertain if the subject had
ever been brought to the attention of any prior Congress and
learned that it had been investigated during the year 1900 and
that a full report thereon was made to the Senate, which re-
port can be found in the ConarrssioNarn Recorp of the proceed-
ings of the Fifty-sixth Congress, page 5834. But. Mr. Chair-
man, it seems that, notwithstanding the investigation which
was made by the Senate at that time, the public are still being
deceived with reference to the sale of this Government publi-
cation.

I am perfectly aware of the fact that Congress. when the pub-
lication was authorized, did convey to the gentleman who ar-
ranged the matter for the publication the plates that were used in
the publication, and that Congress has not since that time
authorized any further printing of the sets at public expense,
But I wish to advise the House that the company or individuals
who are now representing themselves to be the owners of these
plates and authorized to sell the sets are taking advantage of
the fact that the publieation was authorized by Congress origi-
nally., They are imposing upon the public and securing their
patronage largely by the representations they are making that
Members of Congress are in some way responsible for ang are
interested in its present sale and distribution.

In other words, agents are going into my distriet and into
the districts of many Representatives, and are saying to pro-
spective customers that they have secured their names from
Members of Congress; that particular selection has been made

of these names in each of the districts in order that this work

of great national interest may be distributed among those who
are particularly favored. I have in my hand letters which I
have recelved from people living in Colorado. Maryland, In-
diana, and in other States. complaining about the deception and
imposition which have been practiced upon them by those who
are at the present time endeavoring to sell this publication. I
wish to state, Mr. Chalrman, that it is possible to secure a set
of the Messages in some of the secondhand book stores through-
out the country at a price as low as three or five dollars per
set. The superintendent of documents informs me that he has
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many sets for sale at eight or ten dollars a set. Notwithstand-
ing this. contracts are being procured throughout the country
ealling for the delivery of these volumes for as high as $5050
per set. The method pursued by the gentlemanly agent when
he arrives in a city is to interview the prominent men, present
the attractiveness of the volumes, and mention the fact that the
Congressman from that district has selected a few influential
persons fo be the recipients of the publication, secure a small
payment down, and then take notes or contracts from the pur-
chasers for the balance. In many sections of the country
there is evidence of this campaign of misrepresentation, and it
is injurious to Members of Congress. People are complalning
that the names of Congressmen are being used to facilitate the
false and misleading sale of this publication, and I am satis-
fied from my investigation of the subject that there should be
some general publicity given to the fact that this publication
can be had at such a small price, and that Members of Congress
have no connection whatever with the distribution or sale of
the work.

The CHAIRMAN.
has expired.

Mr. SELDOMRIDGE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent to be permitted to proceed for two minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to
proceed for two minutes. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. SELDOMRIDGE. Mr. Chairman, I wish to read a para-
graph from a letter which I received from a gentleman in the
State of Colorado, in which he says:

I was told how highly Congressmen walue this work as a reference,
and was even shown parts of a discussion where Congressmen had dis-
cussed the advisability of distributing this work free of charge in the
interest of higher educntion, and was told that it was finally decided

t each Congressman should be allowed to designate a certaln number
of 1):mremns in his district who should receive this work, but that the
recipients should be allowed to pay the actual expenses of publish
and distribution.

Mr. Chairman, I think the recital that I have made demon-
strates the necessity for close supervision on the part of a duly
authorized and empowered committee of Congress of the work
of distributing public documents, especially those that are of
particular value. I believe that Congress was to blame for
parting with the plates from which this publication was made,and
without making any criticism whatever of the party who received
the plates, I am inclined to think that it would have been much
better for Congress to have made an appropriation to pay for
the preparation of this valuable work, and thus bave relieved
itself of the Imputation against it created throughout the
country by the false and misleading statements that have been
made by those who are directing and controlling its sale.

My, Chairman, in order that the membership of the House
may have some knowledge of the course being followed by the
agents of parties who are interested in the sale of the Messages
and Papers of the Presidents I desire to insert the following
letters in the Recorp;

The time of the gentleman from Colorado

Bavtimorg, March 14, 101}

Representative SELDOMRIDGE,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. O.

Duar Sim: I notice by the Baltimore Evening News, under date of
Mareh 12, 1914, that yon have introduced a resolution in Congress
asking for an investigation of the private sales of the publication
known as Messages and Papers of the [residents.

I write this to congratulate you on taking this action and to say
that 1 as a member of the bar of this city have many cases where
suits have been entered by the Army and Navy Magazine, a crowd
operating In the eity of New York, but using, as far as | am advised
and ean noderstand, the name of the Government in the sale of these
books. I ean give you the detalled history of a bhalf dozen cases In
the city of Baltimore in regard to their sale. If you are interested and
care to have the fnformation I will send the same to ou, as it
geem to me that it has been the use of the name of the Government
that has enabled these gentlemen to sell these books.

Yonrs, truly,
Jomx L. G. Len.

Crrerry CreEx, Covo., March 17, 1915,

. H. H. SI:LDO)I.IEDG% AL C.,
Ao ‘ashington, D. O.

Dear Siz: Recent press dispatches have it that yvou have introduced
a resolution asking that the method of sale and distribution of a
certain set of books entitled * Messages and Papers of the Presidents,”

ublished by the Army and Navy Magazine, of New York and Washing-
on, be Investigated. 1 realize that this resolution can not impair any
contract which has been made, but it appears to me, since [ am one
of the many who purchased this set of books at $30, that there was
gome fraud practiced in making the sale.

When the salesman asked me to buy he said that my name had been

ven by some Congressman and that there were but 11 names in town.
Elnce that time | have ascertained that some 20 sets of books were sold.

In view of the above it might establish sufficient fraud on the part
of the Army and Navy Magazine to have the contract set aside.
Awaiting any sunggestions you might make, 1 am,

Yours, very truly, H. C. DENNY.

Cororapo Brrixas, Coro,, Octader 11, 1913,
Mr. H, H, SELDOMRIDGE ¥ " L 28

Colorado Ep;fngs, Colo.

My Desr Mr. S8rrooMeioes: I did not find the statement ard
the publication of the Messages from the DPresidents in llm\golug
that I spoke fo you about. I only have the subseription blank which
I first bad made out and which I had canceled, as I told you and
which I am Inclosing herewith.

The agent’s name was James B, Wooster, jr. He first reached me
with the statement that the selected list of names in Colorado Bprings
as beneficiaries was su, ted by some one or more of the Congressmen
or Representatives in Qashlngton, although he did not know who the
were as the Information eame to him In a letter from the Presiden{
of the Army and Navy Magazine Co. With this he had some eireulars

the resolution of Congress granting to Col. Richardson
Egmg?et:sin pq;, ﬂgn;;tdemc.. rimtm(]i vah.lc(‘ all of u:ed coples of the
papers printed for Congress, an nting this
without eonsideration other than In recognition of bis services in. com.
piling these. He further told me that they were issuing 85.000 sets of
these books, which at $50.50 would mean nearly $5.000,000, of which
It is safe to say from a view of the books that 50 per cent is profit
less the agents’ commissions. It would appear that some way this
matter which has been complled for the vernment and probably at
very great e s¢ Is being exploited for private ends. That part of
the matter, while I consider it wrong, is of less importance to me than
the fact that the agents who have been going around the eountry
representing the publieation as a Government publication and securin
the attention %gs?osaibla subseribers by the unauthorized method u
by this Mr. W er, who came to sec me. he had represented him-
self as a agent or bookseller he pmbablly knew as did also the
officers of the Army and Navy Magazine that he could not get the ear
of the usual business man, and therefore they were fortified with the
letters and statement of which I have told yon representing the whole
matter as emanating from Congress and the Government instead of from
a prlra!tre'r) &:ro:cern and exploiting the matter for private ends,

E. C. vAxX DIEST,

Desver, Coro., March 14, 191},
Representative SELDOMRIDGE, of Colorado

Washington, D. C.

Dear Sin: Some time ago I was called upon by a résentative of
the Army and Navy Magxme. who deserlbed tc;y mewnp political and
economicnl bistory of t United States prepared for the special
benefit of Congressmen for thair enlightenment on the questions of
8tate, at the expense of the Government.

1 was told that this work contalned valuable information on the
science of government, besides giving a complete history of the United
States, from the landing of the Pilgrim Fathers until the present time.
I was told how highly Congressmen valued this work, as a reference,
and was even shown of a discussion where Congressmen bad
discussed the advisability of distributing this work free In the interests
of higher education, and was told that it was finally Jdecided that each
Congressman should be allowed to designate a certain number of per-
sons in his distriet who should receive this work, but that the re-
&‘E{iﬁf ::]Ollld be allowed to pay the actual expenses of publishing and

ution.

I was told that my employer was designated by the Representative
from this district to receive this great work, and as it h:gpmvﬂ that
he was out of town, the salesman took the liberty of allowing me to

subscribe.

Imagine my feelings when this work arrived and 1 found it to be

e Presi ' Messages to Congress, bound in book form.

After examining the work, 1 notified the Army and Na
that I had very carefully repacked each volume and hel
shi lll:dng instruetions, '
. iately notified me that at the time I subseribed and
paid $8 In cash to the salesman, I had signed a note for §59.50 and
that they proposed to colleet it.

What do yon advise? Shall I simply keep quiet and allow them to
gue me or shall T co the books to them eharges collect and bezin
sult ngainst them for the $8 which I pald before m:?ivln% books ?

Thanking you very cordially in advance for your reply, I remain,

J. J. Larrox.

Magazine
them for

Yours, very truly,

WorceSTER, MAss, March 15, 2915,
Hon. Harey H, SELDOMEIDGE, M. C.,
TWashington, D. C.

Dear Siz: I am glad to notice that you have started an inquiry into
the private sale of Messages and Papers of the Presidents,

'l‘t?a.t set of books Is being exploited in this vielnity, and several cases
of sales through misrepresentation have come to my attention, so that
a few weeks ago I sent to onr local papers a note of warning, I
Inclose & copy of It, with my best wishes for the sucecess of your effort
both to get at the facts and to bring it about that the mistake made gr
Congress in giving the plates of this public document to a private indi-
vidual may not soon be repeated. ; :

Yours, very truly, George H. HAYNES,

The following letter was printed in the Worcester Evening
Post, of Worcester, Mass,, in its issue of March 5 last:

SET OF BOOKS THAT HAVE SOME INISTORY—FPROF. HAYNES TELLS OF “ MES~
’ SAGES OF PRESIDENTS.™

MarcH 4, 1914,
To the Editor of the Post.

Sik: At the present time eloguent agents are taking
Massachusetts for a notable sct of books. The Messa Papers
of the P'residents have an interesting history, with which the prospee-
tive buyer may do well to famillarize himseif before being stampeded
into signing tﬁe subscription blank.

July 27, 1804, Conﬁlress authorized the eompilation of all the mes-
sages and papers of the Presidents, Elacing the work in the hands of
the Joint Committee on Printing. That committee requested the Hon.
James D, Richardson, then a Congressman from Tennessee, to make the
compilation. He expended much time on this work, and later, at an
expense of some $3,600, indexed the series. S
hree editions of the * Messages," aggregating 36.000 sets of 10 vol-
umes each, were " printed by the Government nting Office and dis-
tributed free by Members and officers of the two Houses of Congress.”

wbscri‘;’stlons in
an
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The printing act of 1895 made it illegal to copyright any Government
publication. It is a question for acute lawyers to determine how—in
the face of that prohibitlon—a copyright within three years did get
igsued to James D, Richardson, Formal congressional inquiry has been
directed upon that question, with unsatisfactory results.

The sundry eivil bill, which became a law June 4, 1897, contained this
rovision: “That the Public Printer be, and is hereby, authorized and
irected to make and deliver to James D, Richardson, the compiler of

Messages and Papers of the Presidents, without cost to him, duplicate
e]octmrﬁeésrlatﬁs from which the compilation of Messages and Papers
of the dents is published.”

The incidents to which this unprecedented act gave rise are set
forth in n special investigation by the Senate Committee on Printing
(CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD, vol. 83, pp. 5834-5835, May 22, 1900). The
committee declares that in making this grant to James D. Richardson
Congress “ made a mistake.”” If anything more than a gracious publie
acknowledgment of the value of his work was due to Mr. Richardson,
it should have been paid in money, duly appropriated for the purpose.

The report states that soon after this grant a contract was entered
into under which, for a royalty to James D. Richardson of 75 cents per
set for all sets sold, a certain publisher obtained * the exclusive use
of the plates.” A few months later this ¥ubilnber abandoned his former
trade name and assumed for his new enterprise the name, * oomz:}lttee
on distribution,” and in booming his wares used many expressions such
as necessarily to mislead the public into the belief that the Government
was in some way identified with the publication and sale of his books.
*# * s Persons addressed as Srospecnve purchasers were told that the
' pommittee on distribution ' had been ‘ appointed to distribute the work
and that Congress had ‘granted the privilege of prlnt.tng a limited
edition’ and that the *distribution’ was to be made by *co ssigna.l
districts’ and that the *number of sets' had been ‘apportioned’ in
accordance with a *ratio.," "

The report declared that Richardson’s receipts from royalties on sales
thus promoted, up to the period of the investigation, had amounted to
$11,320.50. It concluded: * Congress has it In its own power fo avoid
a repetition of the false representations of which it has been the victim
by not again placing Government plates at the disposition of private

rsons. The language of the statute forbidding the copyrighting of
jovernment publications appears to the committee to be as strong as it

can be made.”

March 1, 1901, this set of books fizured a.%a!n In Senate debate when
Senator GALLINGER advocated the printing of a new edition, 6,000 to be
distributed by Senators and Representatives and 10,000 to be held by
the superintendent of public documents and sold at the actual cost of
pl.:hi{miion. In urging the importance of this last provision he said:
“ Here are gentlemen going over the country imposing upon the people
of this country by selling a public document for $35 that can be pub-
lished for about $9 or $10, and tbey have brought themselves into such
disrepute that a judge, Justice Childs, of the Supreme Court of the
State of New York, sald the other day: *The plain purpose of the

erson who criginated this system of obtaining subscribers for these
ooks was to defraud the public. Suoch a scheme, permeated with frand

from star;‘t to finish, should not be permitted by sanction of any court
to succeed.'”

Senator GALLINGER continued: “I have a mass of documents here
which show that a gigantic fraud is being perpetrated upon the people
of this country.”

Such are some of the sallent points in the history of this work down
to 1901, The writer had no difficulty in securing, gratis for the
W. P. I. and for his own library, sets of this work from a Member of
Congress at the very time when subscribers in this city were being
induced to pay $35 and over for the sets put out by the " committee on
distribution,” That 10-volume set, covering the ** Messages and papers
of the Presidents " from Washington to McKinley, inclusive, is now on
gsale by the superintendent of public documents—as he assured me
February 12, 1914—at $9 a set.

In recent months * Messages and papers of the Presidents”™ have
again come upon the scene in the hands of eloquent agents. It is now
put out by the Army and Navy Magazine, but in none of its eirculars
or letterheads do the names of persons connected with it appear, Is
the * committee on distribution "' operating under a new name

It should be distinctly noted for all that it is worth that there has
now been added an eleventh volume, not a part of any Government _lpub-
lleation, including the State papers of Presidents Roosevelt and Taft,
and an * encyclopedic index ™ now makes cross-reference easily possible
between these messages, etc., and those of the earlier Presidents, The
prospective purchaser would do well to determine whether, aside from
the inclusion of these most accessible papers of the last two administra-
tlons and the consequent changes in the index, any other modification
whatever has been made in these sets of books.

A §0-page pamphlet is used to boom these books. It contains some
400 flattering comments, largely from former Congressmen. Not one of
them now bears a date. It would be interesting to know how large a
proportion of them appeared after the above-mentioned report was sub-
mitted in the Senate.

The prospective purchaser Is again being assured that this rare and
never-to-be-repeated opportunity comes to him because his name chances
to be on the agent's list, there being but a limited number of sets
assigned to each congressional district.

The minimum price is now about $50, and as much more as the pur-
chaser wants to Invest in fancy bindlng,

Now, before the prospective purchaser ls stampeded into the patriotic
act of signing a subscription blank for these books, he may do well to
consider whether the addition of the State papers of Presidents Roose-
velt and Taft. with a suitable index, increases by $40 the value of a
public document which he can buy at any time for $9.

The earlier set is accessible In every public library of any size and
literally in tens of thousands of private libraries. It can never be a
“ rarity,” for 36.000 sets have been put out by the Public Printer,
while—Iif the Senate report is accurate—15,000 more sets had been sold,
subject to royalty, before 1901,

he 11 volumes make a stately procession on the purchaser's shelves,
As Abraham Lincoln sald, under similar eircumstances, * This is a very
good kind of a book for the man who wants this kind of a book.”

Georar H, HAYNES,
TWorcester Polytechnio Institute.

Prof. Geo H. Haynes, of the department of economics and political
scicnee in the Woreester PPolytechnle Institute, does a real publie
service in his warning, elsewhere, against the subscription-book ex-
pletm:tmlun of what is, to the extent he explains, a governmental publi-
cation.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Colorado
has again expired.

Mr. MANN rose.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois moves to
strike out the last two words.

Mr. MANN. No, Mr. Chairman; I oppose the motion of the
gentleman, I do not think it ought to be stricken out.

Mr. Chairman, the fraud and deceit referred to by the gen-
tleman from Colorado [Mr. Serpomripce] has been running for
a great many years. I hcve not heard of it recently, although
I should think 10 or 12 years ago they were having some of
this in my district, and they may be yet, for all I know. The
whole case is an illustration of the need that Congress ought
to be very careful with what it possesses. Mr. Richardson, of
Tennessee, recently deceased, was the ranking Democrat on
the Committee on Printing of the House and was the minority
or Democratic leader of the House. He had a very high stand-
ing in the House when he was a Member of the House, and has
since had a high standing in the country in the position that
he occupied. He edited the Messages and Papers of the Presi-
dents, I believe, in the main, because he was a member of the
Committee on Printing, and had been for a considerable time
the authority in the House on printing, and at the time even
when he was on the minority side of the House Congress ordered
the Messages and Papers of the President printed twice, as
I recall it, for distribution. There was one distribution ordered
after I became a Member of the House. There had been an-
other distribution ordered before I became a Member of the
House. Mr. Richardson had received no pay for editing those
reports. I do not know how much work there was involved in
the editing of the reports; I assume not very much work, so
far ag he was concerned, but some work and some responsibility,
and in the closing days of one of the Congresses, the Fifty-fifth
or Fifty-sixth, I think, Mr. Richardson suggested that having
received no pay, and he did this privately, and the Government
having finished its publication of the set, it might very prop-
erly present to him the plates, which were lying in the Govern-
ment Printing Office, of no value to anyone except for the
metal contained in them, so far as the Government was con-
cerned, and in a spirit of generosity and fairness the House in-
serted a provision in one of the bills presenting those plates to
Mr. Richardson.

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MANN. Yes.

Mr, BARNHART. I think the gentleman might have given
a mistaken impression in the statement that the Government
gave the plates to Mr. Richardson. There was a duplicate
set of plates, and one was given over to him and the other is
still kept in the possession of the Government, and the Govern-
ment is now ready to print these documents as there may be
demand for them. They are for sale at the document room at
$10 per set.

Mr. MANN. I did not even know there were duplicate sets;
that was not my understanding at the time. I do not deny, of
course, the gentleman's authority. -

AMr. BARNHART. That is my information.

Mr. MANN. My recollection is, we presented the plates in
the Government Printing Office to Mr. Richardson. Maybe
there were duplicate plates; very likely there may have been
several sets of plates in printing so large an edition of that
work. Shortly thereafter a company or association was organ-
ized with a title intending to make people believe that it was
composed of Congressmen or Congress itself, and Mr. Richard-
son, I think—foolishly, as I think he would have sald himself,
probably, after his experience with the matter—improperly
turned those plates over to this association for some compensa-
tion. What that was I know nothing about. I think he had
no control over the matter, had no part in the deceit and fraund
which was practiced; but whoever had charge of this associa-
tion immediately started out to lie to the public. I am afraid
we never will be able through legislation to compel all book
agents to confine themselves strictly to the truth. [Laughter.]

Mr. SELDOMRIDGE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MANN. I yield to the gentleman from Colorado.

Mr, SELDOMRIDGE. The records show that Mr. Richardson
received a royalty of 75 cents per set from this company, and
that his total receipts from the use of the plates was some-
thing like $11,250. :

Mr. MANN. Well, he made an agreement and I do not know
what the agreement was. I know this, that if Congress were
as careful as it ought to be it would not through a spirit of
generosity present anything to any Member of the House who
is not entitled to it under the law, and even now we have be-
come so stingy that most of the gentlemen on that side of the
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House are going to lose most of their August salary. [Laugh-
ter and applause.]

The Clerk read as follows:

Sec. 3. Par.1. The Joint Committee on Pr!ntlni shall ap t a
clerk, nn inspector, and a stenographer, at $3.000, §2,000, and £1,000
per annum, respectively. to be appropriated for end pald by the Becre-
tary of the Benate, The clerk and mﬂm:tm as provided for In this
section shall each give bond for the falithful performance of their re-
spective duties in the sum of $4,000, to be approved by the Joint Com-
mittoe on Printing.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. Would the geuntleman from Indiana [Mr. BARNHART]
have any objection to an amendment to strike out the language
*“ Secretary of the Senate” and insert in lien thereof “ Clerk of
the Honse of Representatives™ ?

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Chairman, T do not know that it
makes any difference whatever, so that they receive their
money. The purpose of fixing it in that way was that the pay
responsibility should not be divided. 1t all comes out of the
general fund, anyhow. This simplifies matters.

Mr. MANN, In the main I am in favor of the pending bill,
but it seems to me that we ought not to entirely eliminate the
House of Representatives when it comes to the term *Con-
gress.”™  Here is a proposition to give to the Joint Committee
on Printing absolute power over the expenditure of £5,000,000
which is expended in the Govermment Printing Office. The
Joint Committee on Printing is presided over by a Senator. He,
in effect, names the clerk of the Joint Committee on Printing.
The clerk practically acts as the Joint Committee on Printing
during vacations of Congress. if we ever have any more, and
has a great influence and must have great influence on the
Joint Committee on Printing when Congress is in session.

Now, heretofore he has felt somewhat under obligations to
the Honse because he received half of his pay, as he does now,
from the Clerk of the House. He is obliged to be courteons at
least to the Clerk of the House, if not to the Members of the
House. Now, he proposes in this bill to have his salary paid to
him entirely by the Secretary of the Senate. He serves under
a Serator; he is named by a Senator; he is paid by the Senate.
He is considered, and necessarily, as an employee of the Sen-
ate. Now, the clerk of the Joint Commitiee on Printing—the
very efficient present one, and very capable and very courte-
ous—is only human, I have noticed through an experience of
some years that a man is always more courteous to the person
from whom he receives his pay than he is to anybedy else.
Yet we propose here to deliberately eut out even in name the
House of Representatives and to have this clerk paid by the
Secretary of the Senate.

You say it is a matter of convenience to have him paid by
one person. All right. As he is named by the Senate, let him
be paid by the Clerk of the House instend of the Secretary of
the Senate. Then he would be very courteous to the Members
of the House who go to see him, because he gets his pay from
the House. He will be courteous to the Senate, because he gets
his appeintment from the Sensate, but if he gets both from the
Senate he will tell us to “ go to.”

Mr, BARNHART, Mr. 'Chairman, I move to strike out the
last two words.

It is immaterial to the committes as to who will be the pay-
master of the clerk of the Joint Committee on Printing and its
other employees. But I want to correct the impression that
the gentleman from Illineis [Mr. Manx] has doubtless unin-
tentionally given, and that is that the selection of the clerk
of the Joint Comumittee on Printing is done by any Senator.
The clerk of the Joint Committee on Printing under the law is
elected by a vote of the membership of the joint committee,
composed of three Members of the House and three Members
of the Senate, Therefore no Senator has any authority or any
right to name the clerk of the committee. But this position
is an especially important one. It requires a man who has
expert knowledge of paper, and he must really be the referee
for the Joint Committee on Printing in many of these matters
that come before the committee, and under the provision of
this law there has been an enlargement fo the extent that he
is placed under a $5.000 bond for the faithful performance of
his duty in the matter of aiding the Joint Committee on Print-
ing in passing upon the kind of paper and material that is
purchased for the Government Printing Office.

Mr. Chalrman, if the gentleman from Illinois wants to make
a motion to amend the bill by changing the paymaster from
the Secretary of the Senate to the Clerk of the House of Rep-
resentatives, the committee will accept the amendmeoent.

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. WeEs). Does the gentleman from
Indiana withdraw his pro forma amendment?

Mr. BARNHART. Yes.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend, page 3, line 9,
by striking out the words * Secretary of the Senate ” and insert-
ing in lieu thereof “ Clerk of the House of Representatives.”

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 8, line 9, strike out the words * Secretary of the Senate” and
!t;::gtnin lien thereof the words * Clerk of the House of Representa-

The CHATRMAN. The guestion is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Tllinois [Mr. MaNN].

The amendment was agreed to.

Tke Clerk read as follows:

SEC, 4. Par. 2. The Joint Committee on Printing shall fix upon stand-
ards of paper of every description which, in its judgment, will be re-
quired by the Government P'rinting Office for all the purposes of the
publie printing and binding for the several executive departments, inde-

dent offices, and establishments of the Government, and the Public

nter shall, under the direction of the sald committee, advertise in
two newspapers or trade journals published In each of the cities of
Doston, New York, Philadeiphia, Baltimore, Washington, Cincinnati, St.
Louis, Chicago, and Ban Francisco and secure proposals to farnigh the
Government with paper. as specified in the schedule prescribed by the
Joint Committee on Printing and to be furnisted to applicants by the
Publle Printer, setting forth in detail the quantities and qualities re-
guired for the public Ednting and binding, and the I'ublic Printer shall
furnish samples of the standards of papers fixed upon to applicants
therefor who may desire to hid.

Mr. BARNHART and Mr. GOOD rose.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Banx-
HART] 8 recognized.

AMr. BARNHART. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer three com-
mittee amendments to this paragraph.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana offers three
comuiittee amendments. The Clerk will report the first amend-
iment. :

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 4, line 19, after the words ““San Francisco,” strike out the
words *' and secure” and insert the words * for sealed.”

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The amendment was agreed to.

Also the following committee amendinent was read:

Page 4, lines 21 and 22, after the word “printing” 1in line 21,
slzé-ilg?e:?'?'t the words * and to be [urnished to applicants by the Public

The amendment was agreed to.

Also the following committee amendment was read:

I'age 4, line 24, after the word *furnish,” insert the words “a
schedule and.*

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. BATHRICK. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BARNHART. Yes.

Mr. BATHRICK. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the chair-
man of the committee this question: I presume the purpose of
advertising for bids in this paragraph is to secure numerous
applicants for the contracts. Is that it?

Mr. BARNHART. Yes; to secure by advertisement and spe-
cific notice bids on contracts to be let,

Mr. BATORICK. Are there :ny large trade journals cir-
culating ameng those establishments that provide paper? Are
they not particularly published in trade journals that cireulate
among those establishments?

Mr. BARNHART. It says “trade journals or newspapers.”

Mr. BATHRICK. It says “advertise in two newspapers or
trade journals” In the cities named. What is the object of
saying “ newspapers,"” ordinary newspapers?

Mr. BARNHART. There might not be a trade journal in a
locality where there is a large paper manufacturing or paper
selling industry.

Mr; BATHRICK. Has the gentleman ever ealculated the
possible cost of naming a schedule of the quality and quantity
of the paper he desires fo buy and the cost of advertising?

Mr. BARNHART. The total cost will be something like
81,000 a year as proposed and that is a reduction from the pres-
ent number of publications.

Mr. BATHRICK. The gentleman thinks it will be less than
a thousand dollars?

Mr, BARNHART. Yes; I think it will be less than that.
But I want to explain further to the gentlemuan from Ohio, who
is n business man and understands that these contractors are
patrons of clipping bureaus. They have clipping bureans that
provide them with all sorts of notices having to do with their
business. The purpose of this variety of publicity localities is
to secure advertisements all over the United States in such
places as would produce the best results possible.

Mr. BATHRICK. I will say that the gentleman's explana-
tion is very satisfactory. I had no idea that the cost of ad-
vertising could be so little,
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Mr. BARNHART. These advertisements merely announce
that there will be a letting of contracts, and that the plans and
specifications may be had upen application.

Mr. SELDOMRIDGE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent to extend my remarks in the Recorp by inserting a few
letters and a newspaper article on the subject of the distribu-
tion of the Messages of the Presidents.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. GOOD., Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Goop]
moves to strike ont the last word.

Mr. GOOD. This section provides for advertisements in two
newspapers or trade journals published in each of the cities of
Boston, New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Washington, Cin-
cinnati- St. Lenis, Chieago, and San Francisco for proposals to
furnish the Government with paper. Not more than six months
ago, at an expense of about $70.000, a committee composed of
the Secretary of the Treasury and the other members of the
organizntion committee of the Federal Reserve Board made a
trip over this country to locate the various Federal reserve
banks, and they selected certain cities that were regarded as the
great commercial centers of the United States. It seems to me
that if that information is worth anything—if it is worth any-
thing like what it cost—it ought to be followed by a committee
in bringing out a great bill like this.

I am surprised to see that the committee has inserted the
city of Washington and the city of Baltimore, cities not men-
tioned by the organization committee of the Federal Reserve
Boeard, but has failed to insert the eity of Richmond and the
city of Atlanta. [Laughter on the RRepublican side.] Why is
it that all of the citles named in this provision are eities of the
North? Why is it that you have not named Richmond, or New
Orleans, or Kansas City, or Galveston, or Dallas, or some of the
other southern cities where the Government should insert in
the newspapers advertisements for bids? 1Is it possible that
advertisements in the newspapers for paper in those cities
wounld be worthless? The Government purchases a large amount
of paper from the South. especially from West Virginia. Is it
possible that the Committee on Printing does not regard those
cities ns of sufficient importance to even insert a newspaper ad-
vertisement there?

I want to congratulate the city of Baltimore that it is again
placed upon the map. But what of Richmond? YWhere are the
genilemen from Virginia to-day at this home-coming of the
House [laughter], when the great city of Richmond Is being
discriminated aguinst, and has been entirely left out of con-
siderntion in this bill? The newspapers of that city will
not be permitted to publish and therefore to receive pay for
publishing advertizements for paper? Where is Atlanta, placed
on the map by the organization committee of the reserve board?
Even great Atlanta is not mentioned.

Mr. SELDOMRIDGE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. GOOD. Certainly.

Mr. SELDOMRIDGE. Will not the gentleman pay a tribute
of appreciation to the generosity of Atlanta and Richmond in
yielding to Baltimore and these other cities some matters of
commercial importance? ’

Mr. GOOD. Yes; and I was wondering about Colorado. I
fail to see Denver on the map as reported by the gentleman’s
committee,

Mr. SELDOMRIDGE. We have relinquished our claims to
Kansas City.

Mr. GOOD. But Kansas City is not on the list. I simply
wished to eall the attention of the committee to this matter.
I suppose the commitiee had some good explanation for this
diserimination, but I do not know what it is. The discrimina-
tion calls for an explanation.

Mr. BARNHOART. Mr. Chairman, in reply to the very enter-
taining but far-fetched remarks of the gentleman from Iowa, I
had explained in a previous statement that the advertise-
ments in these cities are not based upon their being com-
mercial centers or financial centers! but upon the fact that they
are the cities in which are located some of the largest paper
manufacturers and paper dealers, and they are loeated so we
could probably get the broadest advertisement in those localities.
For instance, San Francisco is a great coast city and Chicago
and St. Louis are centers of the great West. We omitted some
of the cities from the former list that we had because we re-
celved few replies from advertisements in papers published in
those cities.

Mr. GOOD, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BARNHART. Yes.

Mr, GOOD. How about Washington? Is there a paper manu-
facturer in the city of Washington?

Mr. BARNHART. No: but there are some of the most ex-
tensive paper dealers in the United States represented bere.

Mr. GOOD. Does the gentleman mean to say that the news-

papers—

Mr. BARNHART. As I understand it, many paper manufae-
turers in the country have agents in Washington. Now. Mr.
Chairman, this little notice, of which the gentleman is making
much ado, is about a 6 or T inch singlecolumn advertisement,
and it is of little consequence really, because the world at large
sees very little of it. It is purely a paper-trade matter.

Mr. J. ML C. SMITH. Mr. Chairman, I should like to know
whether the committee, in considering the cities where this
printing should be done, considered the city of Kalamazoo,
which has the largest book-print paper mills in the world?

Mr. BARNHART. 1 will say to the gentleman that the com-
mittee did consider it, but the committee understands that most
of the product of the Kalamazoo mills is marketed through
the city of Chicago and other big commercial centers. There are
many paper agencies in the city of Chicago and elsewhere. and
we could not extend this to all the cities that have paper mills.
In faet, we cut out about four cities that we had used hereto-
fore, because very small or inconsequential results had been ob-
tained from advertisements published therein.

Mr. HUMPHREY eof Washington. I will ask the gentleman
if he considered putting the advertisement in the Portland or
Seattle papers?

Mr. BARNHART. I do not know that we considered that,
but we decided that a San Francisco publication would reach
those cities through the trade journals and elipping bureaus
to which I have referred.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I will say to the gentle-
man that I think he is mistaken about the paper mills of the
Pacific coast being in the neighborhood of San Francisco. They
are on the Columbia River and on Puget Sound, and one of the
largest mannfacturers in the United States of print paper used
in the publication of books is located at Everett, in the State
of Washington. I do not understand why you did not provide
for printing the advertisement at a place in some one of those
Northwestern States,

Mr, BARNHART. I have no explanation of it, except that
which 1 have stated, just as I explained to the gentleman from
Michigan [Mr. J. M. C. Samrra], that these are the same cities
that have been on the list heretofore, The fact that there are
a number of paper mills on some river in the Northwest does
not necessurily indicate that the agents of those mills are not
located at Sun Francisco or some other great commercial center.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Is it a fact that the gentle-
man made no investigation about the matter, but simply fol-
lowed the old list, because he saw San Francisco there, and
made no investigntion abont the Northwest?

Mr. BARNHART. The committee followed it for the reason
that the cities mentioned in this bill have been used for this
advertising purpose for a good many years, and the results have
been eminently satisfactory, so we saw no oecision for changing.
But, on the other hand, we did see the lack of necessity for
using as many cities as had been used before, and with the
consent of the Public Printer and agreement of all concerned
we decided that it would be just as well to drop about four of
the cities that we have been using heretofore, because we
realized that the few bids from these cities would come through
other notices anyway.

Mr. J. M. C. SMITH. I will ask the gentleman if the com-
mittee would be willing to inclnde Kalamazoo?

Mr. BARNHART, I think it is hardly necessary to do that.

Mr. J. M. C. SMITH. 1 move to insert in line 17, after the
word “of " and before the word “ Boston,” the word * Kala-
mazoo.”

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from Michigan.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 4, line 17, after the word “of " where It occurs the second
time, insert the word * Kalamazoo."

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr.
J. M. C. SmiTH) there were—ayes 23, noes 33,

Accordingly the smendment was rejected.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. 1 move to amend by in-
serting the word “ Seattle™ after the words “ San Francisco™
in line 19, page 4.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

J l;:i?.l :.,' line 19, after the words “ S8an Francisco,"” insert the word
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The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Washington.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Chairman, T want to
be heard on this amendment for a moment.

1 offer this amendment because of the fact that the great
timber region of this country on the Pacific coast is not at San
Francisco. 1 do not have the facts at hand, but I have no doubt
myself that most of the wood pulp and paper of the Pacific
congt is made in the States of Oregon and Washington. I know
the great paper supply of the Pacific Northwest is in that
portion of the country. I know there are paper mills on the
Columbia River, very large ones, and in other portions of
the States of Washington and Oregon. I do not understand
wlhy the advertisement should be inserted at San Francisco,
a thousand miles away from the timber region where paper is
produced.

The gentleman from Indiana is mistaken about San Francisco
papers circulating much in the Northwest. I want the gentle-
man from Indiana to recollect that it is fully a thousand miles
by rail from San Franecisco to Seattle.

At Everett, where the gentleman from Washington, my col-
lengue, Mr. FALCONER, lives, they have a large mill producing
book paper exclusively. I can not understand why you should
not have an advertisement in the region which produces the
paper, instead of a thousand miles away, and I suppose the
only reason is that the committee followed the custom without
making any investigation whatever.

Mr. FALCONER. Will the gentleman from Indiana yield to
me?

Mr. BARNHART. Certainly.

Mr. FALCONER. What method outside of newspaper adver-
tisement does the Government have for bringing to the attention
of paper concerns the quality of the paper desired for the pur-
poses of the Government?

Mr. BARNHART. The Government Printing Office has a list
of every concern in the country that it can secure, and sends
to them notice of these lettings and the specifications besides.

Mr. FALCONER. The specifications are bound in pamphlet
form, something like what the gentleman has on his desk?

Mr, BARNHART. Yes.

Mr. FALCONER. I want to say that a few months ago I
sent the Everett Paper & Pulp Mill, which is a large manufac-
turing paper plant, turning out the finest quality of book paper,
a list and specifieations required, and I received a letter saying
that they were glad to get it, as it gave them a better idea than
any trade journal had given them before. That was probably
two months ago.

Mr. BARNHART. If those gentlemen had read the advertise-
ment, if they had seen the trade paper, it was their fault if
they have not received the schedules, because they are invited
to send for them.

AMr. FALCONER. The gentleman from Indiana said that
they were sent out by the department.

Mr. BARNHART. I =aid they were sent to all paper con-
tractors. .

Mr. FALCONER. Then they do not send them to the mills?

Mr. BARNHART. Yes; they send to all that are on their
list.

Mr. FALCONER. Does not the gentleman think it would be
advisable to insert advertisements in papers that are less than
a thousand miles from the plant?

Mr. BARNHART. Does not the mill referred to by the gen-
tleman have an agency at San Francisco and also at Chicago?

Mr. FALCONER. Why have an agency at San Francisco or
Chicago?

Mr. BARNIIART. If the gentleman has had any experience
in buying paper, he will know that we rarely buy it of the mills
that manufacture it, but of jobbers. I know in newspaper and
job stock, and very largely the Government purchases, we buy
of agents, jobbing and wholesale houses, and not direct from
the mills. In some instances large mills do furnish it direet by
contract, but ordinarily they have jobbing houses that take all
the product of the mills, The product of the mills, as I under-
stand it, is =old very largely in advance. The paper agents
take the whole product of the mill. I remember for many
years during my business experience I bought of the J. W.
Butler Paper Co., of Chicago, Kalamazoo paper.

Mr. FALCOXNER. I have no interest in a paper getting an
advertisement; it is a matter of efficiency in getting the supply.
It oceurs to me that when paper is manufactured from raw
material in a locality it might be advisable to advertise in that
vicinity. I am g'ad to have the explanation of the gentleman
from Indiana, but I see no reason why we should not advertise
in the Seattle papers and in the Everett papers.

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Chairman, by way of explanation,
we might place advertisements in towns and cities all over the

United States where there is a paper agent and where there Js

a paper mill, but it has been the experience of the committee

that we get the same results in the present method, because this

is merely an announcement of letting, and these agents, I think—

those who contract on an extensive scale—are patrons of com-

ngercial clipping bureaus and get the notices of lettings throngh
em.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Will the pentleman yield?

Mr. BARNHART. Certainly.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I would like to call the
attention of the gentleman to the fact that you have not desig-
nated a single city in that portion of the country where the
great timber supply is, and not only that, but in .11 that great
Northwest where two-thirds of the paper supply of the United
States is, you have not designated a single city.

Mr. BARNHART. Neither have we as to the supply of straw-
board or bristol board or the fnest quality of writing paper.

Mr. CLINE. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BARNHART. Certainly. -

.Mfl. ;iEALCONER. Mr. Chairman, I have the floor, as I under-
stan % :

3 The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington has the
00T,

Mr. FALCONER. Mr. Chairman, I want to say to the gentle-
man that San Francisco is not the whole Pacific const. The city
of Seattle is some nine hundred and odd miles distant from San
Francisco. Baltimore and Washington are 40 miles apart, and
yet there are advertisements in the respective papers of those
two cities. Apparently to the limited mental horizon of an
easterner from the State of Indiana a thousand miles on the
Pacific coast does not amount to as much as 40 miles in this
part of the country. It seems fo me the gentleman ought to
enlarge his mental vision a little and get some idea of the
great western country.

Mr. COADY rose,

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman yield?

Mr. FALCONER. No; I have not the time. I think the gen-
tleman ought to give some consideration to a country about
which he knows so little. He should study the map and get
some idea of the natural resources and the products of the miils
in that country and then give those people fair play and bring
to their attention the product the Government desires, and in
doing that I think he would make a better presiding officer over
his committee than he does at the present time.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Washing-
ton has expired,

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Chairman, the chairman of the com-
mittee profoundly apologizes for not being familiar with the
conditions of the United States, like his more intelligent friend
from Washington. However, this matter has been gone over
carefully by the committee, and I hold in my hand a list of 255
addresses of paper manufacturers and jobbers throughout the
United States to whom notices of lettings are regularly mailed.
In addition to thaf, practically every trade paper in the United
States, if it is not in one of these cities where notices are
officlally published, carries these notices as matters of news,
and thereby we get the widest dissemination of this informa-
tion.

Mr. FALCONER. Where does the gentleman get this list?

Mr. BARNHART. This is a list used by the Joint Committee
on Printing.

Mr. FALCONER. Showing the mills manufacturing paper
in the United States? - :

Mr. BARNHART. No; the jobbers and the mills both. If the
gentleman from Washington finds that he has a mill in his dis-
triet that is not represented upon this list, I know the joint
committee would be delighted at any time to see that it gets
on the list.

Mr. FALCONER. Will the gentleman then please see that
there is placed on the list the mame of Everett Pulp & Paper
Mill, the finest paper manufacturing concern in the United
States.

Mr. BARNHART. Certainly.

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?
Mr. BARNHART. Yes.
Mr. GOOD. Is it not a fact that most of the Government

purchases of coated puperg are from mills in Pennsylvania
and West Virginia?
Mr. BARNHART. No.
most of it now from Ohio,
Afr, GOOD. Is not the freight rate from a long distance very
great?
- Mr. BARNHART.
the far West.
Mr. GOOD. As I understand it, the West Virginia Pulp &
Paper Co. is one of the largest concerns that furnishes the Gov-

On the Otht;r hand, I think we get

Oh, that wonld be true, no doubt, as to




1914.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

14311

ernment with coated paper. That being true, I wondered why
some advertisements were not inserted in that section of the
country.

Mr. BARNHART, Mr. Chairman, T could not explain the
matter more fully and more intelligently than I have already
done.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Washingten.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

Mr. BARNHART. Mr, Chairman, I move that the committee
do now rise, )

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly, the committee rose; and the Speaker having re-

sumed the chair, Mr. Pacr of North Carolina, Chairman of the |

Cemmittes of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re-
ported that that committee had had under consideration the
bill . R, 15002, and had come to no resolution thereon,

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

The SPEAKER., The Chair lays before the House the fol-
lowing personal requests, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. STaFFeRD requests leave of absence for Mr.-Browxe of Wisconsin
until Scptember T, 1914, on nccount of sickmess in his family.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr, FITZGERALD requests leave of absence. on account of illness.

The SPEARKIR. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Is the gentleman from New York i1l over at the
New York convention? I am sorry that he was faken sick
there.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause] The
Chair hears none.

The SPEAKER laid before the House a reguest for leave of
absence for Mr. Powess indefinitely, on account of the iliness
of his wife and of himself—physician’s certificate forwarded.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a’pause.] The
Chair hears none,

PHILIPPINE ISLAKDS. .

My, JONES. Mr, Speaker, I desire to file a report from the
Committee on Insular Affairs en the bill H. R. 18450, and to
ask that permission be given such members of the minority
who desire to do so to file minority or individual reports within
five days.

Mr. MANN. The report goes in the basket. *

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that. The gentle-
man frem Virginia asks that the minority have five days in
which to file a report. Is there objection? [Afier a pause.]
The Chair hears none.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS,

Mr. BURKE of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, T desire to ask
unanimous consent that I may be permitted to extend my re-
marks in the Recomp on a review of the record of the Demo-
cratic Congress and the administration.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks leave
to extend his remsarks on the record of the Democratic Con-
gress and administration. Is there objection—

My, MANN. 3IVhile I blush for the gentleman, T will not
object. :
The SPEAKER. The Chair hears none.

ADJOURNMENT,
Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Speaker, I move fthat the House do

now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 18
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned to meet to-morrow, Thurs-
day, Augunst 27, 1914, at 12 o’clock noon.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev-
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and
referred lo the several calendars therein named, as foilows:

Mr. LOGUE, from the Commitiee on Public Buildings and
Grounds, to which was referred the bill (8. 3342) for the en-
largement, etc., of the Wall Street front of the assay office In
the city of New York, reported tife same with amendment, ac-
companied by a report (No. 1114), which said bill and report
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union. g

Mr. JONES, from the Committee on Insular Affairs, to which
was referred the bill (H. R. 18459) to declare the purpose of
the people of the United States as to the future political status
of the people of the Philippine Islands, and to provide a more

antonomous gevernment for those islands, reported the same
withont amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1115), which
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the
Whole House On the state of the Union.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS,

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorialg
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. SMITH of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 18529) provid-
ing for the erection of a statue in memory of the life and
public service of Gen. John A. Logan; to the Committee on the
Library. -

By Mr. WINGO: A bill (H. R, 18530) providing for the Is-
sunnce of circulating notes to producers of cotton, and for ather
purposes; to the Committee on Banking and Currency.

‘By Mr. BROUSSARD: A bill (H. R. 18531) to authorize the
Secretary of the Navy fo certify to the Secretary of the In-
terior, for restoration to the public domain, lands in the State
of Lounisiana not needed for naval purposes; to the Committee
on Naval Affairs. ;

By Mr. KINDEL: A bill (H. R. 18532) fo regulate the em-
ployment of Government employees by officials, ete.; to the
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service.

By Mr. KETTNER: A bill (H. R. 18533) making an appro-
printion for the protection of Imperial Valley, Cal.; to the
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. L

By Mr. HOWARD: Resolution (H. Res, 605) te amend Rule
XV of the House of Representatives; to the Committee on Rules.

By Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee: Resolution (H. Res. 606)
for the consideration of House bill 18459 ; fo the Committee on
Rules.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

TUnder clause 1 of Rule XXTI, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 18534) granting an in-
erease of pension to Sylvester Clemings; to the Committee on
Invalid Peusions.

By Mr. BOWDLE: A bill (II. B. 18535) granting a pension
to Patrick Lysaght; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. BUUHANAN of 1llinois: A bill (H. R. 18536) granting
a pension to William H. Mayo; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. DONOHOE: A bill (1. R. 18537) granting an increase
of pension to Christiana Hoffman; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Alse, a bill {H. R. 18538) granting an increase of pension to
Mary Coffee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 18539) for the relief of the
estate of Wade Baker; to the Conmmittee on War Claims.

By Mr. MOBS of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 18540) granting
:io pension to Cora C. O'Neil; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-

ns.

By Mr. RAUCH : A bill (H. R, 18541) granting a pension to
Charles W. Beck; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. I&. 18542) granting an increase of pension to
Emiline Farrar; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill {H. I8, 18543) granting an increase of pension to
Daniel G. Gallion; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 18544) granting an increase of pension to
Orlando A. Newton; ‘to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. RUPLEY : A bill (¥ R, 18545) granting an increase
of pension to Sallie K. Burkholder; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 18546) granting an increase of pension te
Carrie Sanno; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: A bill (H. R. 18547) granting an
increase of peusion to Anna Rebbins; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By AMr. WALLIN: A bill (IL R, 18548) granting a pension to
Mary E. Wilcox: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WALSH: A bill (H. R. 18549) for the relief of Fred-
erick Coutier; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under ¢lause 1 of Rule XXI1, petitions and papers were iaid
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By the SPEAKER (by request): Peti.on of the American
Importers’ Association of the United States of Ameriea. favor-
ing passage of bill for American merchant marine; to the Com-
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

Also (by request), petition of N. C. Newerf, offering sug-
gestions for the disposition of the Philippines and a solution of
the Japanese problem; to (he Committee on Tmsular Affairs.
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Also (by request), petition of N. C. Newerf, relative to bill
for Government merchant and naval marine; to the Commitiee
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

By Mr. BAILEY (by request): Petition of sundry citizens
of New York City, favoring enactment of a measure prohibit-
ing the export of food and clothing during the European war;
t. the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. BELL of Californin: Petition of the General Con-
tractors’ Association of S8an Francisco, Cal., protesting against
the passage of House bill 14288, relative to mechanical equip-
ment of Government buildings being segregated; to the Com-
mittee on Public Brildings and Grounds.

Also, petition of the Pasadena (Cal.) Board of Laber, rela-
tive to the establishment of food stations in all the important
cities of the United States; to the Committee on Agricultur..

Also, petition of the Building Trades Employers' Association,
the Sheet Metal Contractors’ Association, the Master House-
smiths’ Association, the Master Roofers and Manufacturers'
Association, all of San Franecisco, Cal., protesting against the
passage of the Clayton bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petitions of Montezuma Tribe, No. 77, Improved Order
of Red Men, of San Franciseo, and San Francisco Parlor, No.
49, Native Sons of the Golden West, and Ralph W. Black, of
Monrovia, all in the State of California, favoring the passage
of House bill 5139, relative to retirement of aged employees of
the Government; to the Committee on Reform in the Ciyil
Service. :

By Mr. BRUCKNER: Petition of William Hickey, of New
York City, favoring passage of American merchant-marine bill;
fo the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

Also, petition of the Champion Iren Co., of Merton, Ohio, pro-
testing against the passage of Senate bill 5147, to investigate
the claims of the Clinton-Marshall Construction Co.; to the
Committee on Claims.

By Mr. DAVENPORT : Petition of the Keetonah Society of
Cherokee Indians, asking for an accounting between the Indians
and the United States; to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. GARDNER: Petition of Patrick F. Creed and 50
other citizens, of Haverhill, Mass, protesting against the rise
in the price of foodstuffs; to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania : Memorial of the Federal
Council of the Churches of Christ in America, expressing to
President Wilson its profound gratitude of his action in offering
the services of the United States in mediation between the
European powers; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs,

By Mr. GRIEST: Mewocrial of the Ephrata (Pa.) Braneh of
the Socialist Party. protesting against Iuropean war, ete.; to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island: Petition of Alva E.
Belmont, of Newport, R. L, favoring the submitting of amend-
ment for woman suffrage at this session of Congress; to the
Committee on Rules.

By Mr. LONERGAN : Petition of the clty council of the city
of Bristol, Conn., for thorough investigation regarding the high
prices of foodstuffs since the commencement of the European
war: to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. O’'SHAUNESSY : Petition of William Pestel, of Provi-
dence, It. 1., protesting against the passage of House bill 17353,
relating to use of the mails in effecting insurance on persons
and property, ete.; to the Committee on the Post Office and
Post Roads. :

By Mr. RAKER: Petition of the General Contractors’ Asso-
ciation of San Franeisco, Cal., protesting against the passage
of House bill 14288, relative to segregating mechanical equip-
ment of United States Government buildings; to the Committee
on Publie Buildings and Grounds.

Also, memorial of San Francisco Parlor, No. 49, Native Sons
of the Golden West, and Montezuma Tribe, No. 77, Improved
Order of Red Men, favoring the passage of Homse bill 5139,
relative to retirement of aged employees of the Government; to
the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service.

Also, petition of the Western Association of Retail Cigar
Dealers, protesting sagainst any further taxation on ecigars,
tobacco, or cigarettes; to the Committee on Ways and
Means,

By Mr. WATSON : Pefitions of sundry citizens of Dinwiddie,
Sussex, Amclia, Greensville, Lunenberg, and Prince Edward
Counties, all in the State of Virginia, relative to rural credits;
to the Committee on Banking and Currency,

By Mr. WEAVER : Petitions of sundry citizens of Gracemont,
Yeager, Lookeba, Walter, Colbert, Lamar, Coalton, Allen, and
Dewar, and of the counties of Ottawa, Oklahoma, and Lincoln,
all in the State of Oklahoma, favoring naticnal prohibition; to
the Committee on Rules,

SENATE.
Tuursoay, August 27, 191,

(Legislative day of Tuesday, August 25, 1914.)

The Senate reassembled at 11 o’clock a. m. on the expiration
of the recess.

PROPOSED ANTITRUST LEGISLATION,
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate resumes the considera-
tion of the unfinished business, which is House hill 16657.

The Senate, as in Commitiee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 15657) to supplement existing laws

| against unlawful restraints and monopolies, and for other pur-

poses.
Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, there are about half a dozen
Senators in the Chamber, and I think we ought to have a
quorum. I therefore suggest the absence of a quorum.
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an-
swered to their names: '
Ashurst

Dillingham Myers Sterlin
Bankhead Fletcher Norris Thom:ﬁn
Brady Gallinger Overman Vardaman
Bryan Jones Perkins Walsh
Burton Kenyon Pittman West
Camden Kern Polndexter White .
Clapp McLean Sheppard
Culberson Martin, Va. Smltg?Ga.
Commins Martine, N. J. Smoot

Mr, THORNTON. I was requested to announce the necessary
absence of the junior Senator from New York [Mr. O'GogMAN]
and to state that he is paired with the senior Senator from New
Hampshire [Mr. Garnixeer]. I ask that this announcement
may stand for the day. .

The VICE PRESIDENT. Thirty-three Senators have an-
swered to the roll ecall. There is not a quorum present. The
Secretary will call the roll of absentees,

The Secretary-called the names of the absent Senators, and
Mr. RaxspeLL, Mr. SimmoNs, and Mr., THoMPSoN answered to
their names when called.

Mr. SMOOT. I desire to announce the unavoidable absence of
my colleague [Mr. SuTHERLAND]. He has & general pair with
the senior Senator from Arkansas [Mr, CrLAarke]. I will allow
this announcement to stand for the day.

Mr. CuiLTOR, Mr. SHIELDS, and Mr. Reep entered the Cham-
ber and answered to their names.

Mr. DILLINGHAM. 1 desire fo announce the continned ab-
sence of my colleague [Mr. Pace], he being detained in Vermont
on account of illness in his family.

Mr. Goge entered the Chamber and answered to his name.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Forty Senators have answered to
the roll call. There is no quorum present. The Sergeant at
Arms will earry out the instructions of the Senate heretofore
given and request the attendance of absent Senators.

Mr. SmitH of Michigan, Mr. HueHEs, Mr. FarL, Mr. Saar-
RoTH, Mr. Horris, Mr, THoMAs, Mr. McCUMBER, Mr. LaNg, Mr.
PomEereNE, Mr. Lee of Maryland, and Mr. HircHcock entered
the Chamber and answered to their names.

The VICE PRESIDENT.
to the roll eall. There is a quorum present.
will state the pending amendment.

Mr., CULBERSON. On page 10 of the bill, an amendment,
proposed by the committee, to strike out the penalty clause,
was passed over at the suggestion of the Senator from Ten-
nessee [Mr. SHIELDS],

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be stated.

The SECRETARY. In section 8, on page 10, the committee
amendment proposing to strike out lines 22, 23, 24, and 25 was
passed over. The lines read as follows:

A violation of any of the provisions of this section shall be deemed
a misdemeanor, and shall be punishable by a fine not exceeding $5,000,
or by Imgrisonmeut not exceeding one year, or by both, In the discre-
tlon of the court.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I have just returned to the Cham-
ber, and I heard only the latter part of the proposition now
before the Senate read, but as I understand that proposition it
is to strike ont the language on lines 22 to 25, on page 10, which
reads:

A violation of any of the provisions of thls seetion sball be deemed
a misdemeanor and shall be punishable by a fine not exceeding $5,000,
or by imprisonment not exceeding one year, or by both, in the discre-
tion of the court,

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President——

Mr, REED. I wish to inquire if that is the proposition be-
fore the Senate. :

The VICE PRESIDENT. If is the pending question. Does
the Senator from Migsouri yield to the Senator from Alabama?

The Secretary

Fifty-one Senators have answered.
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